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CURRENT TOPICS. 





Prerarations are being made for the removal of Mr. Justice 
Fay’s court to the Royal Courts of Justice. 





Ox Tuurspay the novel practice was introduced of providing a 
military guard for the Royal Courts of Justice, and there are now 
to be seen at all times of the day and night sentries parading 
outside the building. 





THERE Is A STRONG DESIRE in both branches of the profession that 
some memorial of the late Master of the Rolls should be placed in 
the Central Hall of the Royal Courts of Justice ; and it would be 
fitting that the funds for this memorial should be subscriked for 
mainly, if not exclusively, by lawyers. There seems to be no 
reason why the course adopted with reference to the memorial to 
the late Sir Wit1am Ente should not be followed. If a small 
committee were appointed, headed by the Lord Chancellor and 
composed of judges, barristers, and solicitors, and a guinea 
subscription were instituted, it is considered that the requisite 
funds might be casily obtained for a statue of the lamented 


judge. 





Tae Lorp Cuter Jvsrice received, in the beginning of February 
last, an invitation from the Bar Association of the State of New 
York to be present at their next annual meeting. He replied, on 
February 10, accepting the invitation, subject to his health and 
strength permitting him to undertake the journey, and expressing 
lis intention to leave England on or about the 10th or 12th of 
August. In his letter, which has been published in the American 
journals, he says:—‘‘I acknowledge in the invitation a striking 
matk of the kindly feeling entertained by the lawyers of 
igreat American State toward the lawyers of England, engaged as 
we are in the common practice of a common profession, and bound 
bya law in many respects the same. It is matter of regret to 
me that the distinction you confer and the kindness you offer 
should be conferred and offered in regard of one who unaffectedly 
feels his entire unfitness to represent the great traditions of a body 
of which he chances to be the highest non-political member ; but 
#1 cannot look upon the compliment as personal, so neither ought 
personal considerations to influence me in accepting or declining it. 

do not feel free to refuse an invitation so cordial and generous as 
yours, and I accordingly accept it, and thank you for it.” 





Tne 947m cravse of the Government Patents Bill is already 
timsing a good deal of discussion among tradesmen, and will 
Pobably not be accepted by Parliament without some close exami- 
mation. The clause in question provides that “any person who 
Without due authority assumes or uses in connection with any 
trade or business the Royal arms, or any arms so nearly resembling 
the same as to be calculated to deceive, shall be liable on summary 
‘onviction to a fine not exceeding £20.” This proposed enactment 
Asevidently aimed at the hundreds of tradesmen who put up the 
*oyal arms over their shops without any authority. But, after all, 
‘Sthis a matter in which it is worth while to interfere by legisla- 
Hon? The object of repeating in the previous clause the pro- 
libition already on the Statute-book against describing goods as 
‘Patented which are not so is clear, because such a statement affords 


| Si recommendation that the article is so novel and valuable that 


been worth the inventor’s while to spend money on taking 


out a patent; and the statement is also calculated to prevent 
people from undertaking the manufacture of the article who are 
perfectly entitled to do so. So again, if the proposal had been 
to extend the prohibition against the- pth assumption of 
medals of the Exhibitions of 1851 and 1862, contained 
in the Exhibition Medals Act of 1868, to all medals of all 
exhibitions, there would have been a substantial basis for the 
enactment, since people undoubtedly do believe the public award 
of a medal to be a recognition of merit and a recommendation to 
them. But who ever goes into a shop because of the Royal arms 
being above the shop door? There can really be no one who 
believes that the goods sold at a particular establishment are any 
the better for the presence of the arms, or the worse for the 
absence of them. And what is ‘‘ due authority ” to use the arms ? 
Must the permission be given by the Sovereign in person, or by 
some officer of her household, as the Lord Chamberlain? or can the 
Prince or Princess of Wales, or the younger members of the Royal 
family, give such permission ; and, if so, can they delegate their 
powers to their respective attendants? And at what distance from 
the Throne does the privilege of conferring such permission cease ? 
There are undoubtedly hundreds of tradesmen who now use the 
arms without any permission whatever, and the authorized trades- 
men are so numerous that the Commissioners of Patents have 
refused to accept the arms as part of any new trade-mark ; but if 
no one is deceived or suffers any tangible injury, it is hardly worth 
while to introduce special legislation to meet what is perhaps an 
abuse, but at most an innocuous one. 
. 





Tue Bawxrvrrcy Brit (No. 2) introduced by Sir Jonny Luszoce 
and other members, which has been read a second time, and was 
referred to in the debate on the second reading of the Government 
Bill, is a very short one, consisting of twelve clauses only, and its 
only effect would be to extend the powers now given to creditors 
over trustees in bankruptcy or liquidation. Clauses 1 to 4 are pre- 
liminary only. Clause 5 provides that the Bill shall apply to all 
bankruytcy and liquidation proceedings; and clause 6 gives power 
to any creditor, with the concurrence of one-fourth in value of the 
creditors, including himself, to convene a meeting of creditors. 
This power is at present given to creditors in liquidation by rules 
304-5 of the Bankruptcy Rules, 1870, but the same power is not 
given to the creditors in a bankruptcy. Clause 7 contains provi- 
sions enabling creditors in a similar way to require trustees to 
furnish them with copies of their accounts. At present a trustee 
in bankruptcy is required, by rule 243, to keep an estate-book 
containing entries of all receipts and payments, which may, by 
rule 244, “‘ be inspected by the committee of i tion and the 
creditors, or their agents”; but the rules in liquidation are silent 
upon the point, and neither in bankruptcy nor liquidation is a 
trustee required to furnish copies to creditors. By clause 8 it is 
proposed to give the creditors power, at any general meeting sum- 
moned for the purpose, to call upon the trustee to give them 
explanations and information respecting his administration and 
management of the estate ; and clause 9 empowers a majority in 
value of creditors, after the trustee has furnished accounts and 
given explanations as provided by the two preceding clauses, to 
require him to distribute any assets then in his hands; which 
requirement he would in such case be compelled to act upon. 
Clause 10 provides that the trustee shall furnish a list of creditors 
to any creditor who may require it at the cost of the creditor ; and 
clause 11 imposes certain penalties on a trustee who fails to comply 
with any of the foregoing requirements. He is to be dismissed 
from his office, to forfeit all claims for remuneration for past 
services, and to pay the trustee appointed in his place any expenses 
to which the creditors may be put by or in consequence of his 
dismissal. The concluding clause (clause 12) requires any out- 





going trustee to deliver to his successor in the office all books and 
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papers relating to the office under the penalty on failure to comply 
therewith of being guilty of a contempt of court and being punishable 
accordingly. The schedule to the Bill contains a form of notice 
by creditor to trustee requiring a¢counts under clanse 7, and a form 
of notice calling on the trustee to distribute assets under clatse 9. 





AN INTERESTING QuEsTION of evidence was raised last week at the 
Guildhall Sittings, before Mr. Justice Steruey, on the trial of an 
action brought to enforce a judgment obtained against the defend- 
ant in Germany. The statement of defence alleged that the cause 
of action was a gaming and wagering contract; that the foreign 
court had no jurisdiction, and that the defendant had had no notice 
of its proceedings. It appeared that the claim arose out of certain 

culative transactions upon the Berlin Corn Exchange, and it was 

eged by the plaintiff that certain merchants form a court known 
as the ‘‘Scheidsgericht,” whose function it is to decide disputes 
arising out of transactions entered into upon the Corn Exchange. 
The plaintiff put in evidence what purported to be an award bear- 
ing the seal of the ‘‘ Scheidsgericht,” finding that the sum of 
4,950 marks was due from the defendant to the plaintiff for 
‘‘ differences”? in respect of certain sales of corn, with 88 
marks for costs. It was argued that the sealed award of the court 
was sufficient evidence of the validity of the judgment, in accord- 
ance with the provisions of 14 & 15 Vict. c. 99, s. 7. The learned 
judge haying expressed himself dissatisfied with this evidence, a 
German corn agent, carrying on business in London, was called to 
give evidence of the customs of the Berlin Corn Exchange and of 
the existence of the tribunal known as the ‘“ Scheidsgericht.” 
Mr. Justice Sreruen, however, ruled that this was not sufficient 
proof of the jurisdiction attributed to the court. As the case 
was compromised, no light was afforded as to what evidence 
would be necessary. The statute referred to—14 & 15 Vict. c. 
99, s. 7—does not appear to remove the difficulty pointed out 
by Mr. Justice Sreruen. It provides that ‘‘all judgments, 
decrees, orders, and other judicial proceedings of any court of 
justice in any foreign state may be proved in any court 
of justice either by examined copies or by copies authen- 
ticated as hereinafter mentioned—that is to say, . . . the 
authenticated copy, to be admissible in evidence, must purport 
: to be sealed with the seal of the court to which 
the original document belongs. If any of the aforesaid 
authenticated copies shall purport to be scaled as herein- 
before directed, the same shall be received in evidence 
without any proof of the seal where a scal is necessary.” It is 
obvious that this enactment merely directs the court to take 
judicial notice of the seal of a foreign court, and has no bearing 
upon the question of the competency of the tribunal, such com- 
petency ping a condition precedent to the enforcement in this 
country of a foreign judgment. It certainly would seem dangerous 
to hold that, upon the mere production of a duly-sealed award pur- 
porting to have been made by a tribunal in a foreign country, such 
tribunal is to be presumed to be a competent court, having juris- 
diction over the parties to the proceeding in which the award is 
adduced in evidence. 





Tae But which has for its object the reform of unreformed 
corporations is almost an exact copy of the Bill introduced last 
session, which was founded upon the report, issued in 1880, of 
Royal Commissioners appointed so far back as 1876. These “ unre- 
formed corporations,” most of which were visited and reported on 
by the commission whose report resulted in the Municipal Cor- 
poration Act, 1835, but all of which were omitted from the 
schedule to that Act as being of too little conseynence, appear to 
be seventy-five in number. Of these it appears trom the schedule 
that twenty-five were considered by the commissioners to be of 
sufficient importance to have the Act of 1835 extended to them, 
and that the remaining fifty were not so considered, and will, 
therefore, cease to exist as municipal corporations. The scheme 
of the Bill is this. Upon the commencement of the Act all special 

urisdictions and all “exclusive rights of trading, local exemptions 
rom juries, and other local franchises, privileges, and exemptions 
existing under any charter or grant or prescription,” are to be 
abolished in all the places subject to the Act. Unless a new 
charter be granted to it, every corporation scheduled thereto is to 





be dissolved, and the corporate property ‘‘shall be applied for 
public benefit.of the inhabitants of the place in such manner as 
be, for the time being, provided by a scheme of the Charity Com. 
missioners, of in a case where a scheme is made by the Local 
Government Board, by that scheme.” Upon this provision we have 
two criticisms to make. First, the word “ place” may lead to 
some difficulty, In all probability the boundaries of many of the 
boroughs will be found to be ill-defined, and it will be a matter of 
doubt what are the limits of the “place” which is to receive the 
benefit. This may easily be remedied by giving the authority 
which may have the framing of the scheme full jurisdiction tp 
decide, without appeal, any questions of boundary. Secondly, if 
seems hardly wise to give the framing of the schemes to two 
Government offices—the Charity Commissioners and the Loeal 
Government Board. The jurisdiction intended should surely be 
conferred upon one or the other exclusively. We now come to the 
creative powers of the Bill, and we find that the twenty-five more 
important corporations are to receive new charters, if the Pri 
Council thinks fit, after an inquiry made ‘‘into the expediency of 
adyising her Majesty to grant a charter extending the Municipal 
Corporations Acts” thereto. The inquiry is to be held “as soon 
as conveniently may be after the passing of the Act,” and the 
charter, if granted, will, by applying the Municipal Corporations 
Acts, have the effect of bringing the new constitution into opem- 
tion at once. Clause 6 provides that the Privy Council, upon being 
satisfied that it is expedient so to do, may, by order, provide for 
retaining any court leet or other court or any officer. We fail to 
see the use of this clause. The commissioners recommended that 
the corporations should, ‘‘as far as possible, be dealt with on an 
uniform plan, and be constituted in the manner provided by the 
Municipal Corporations Acts, and made subject to its provisions.” 
Clause 7 appears to provide, in accordance with the recommenda- 
tion of the commissioners, for the establishment of local boards in 
the places to which a new charter shall not be granted, ‘ after such 
local inquiry as the Local Government Board think expedient.” 
The machinery for making ‘‘ schemes” for this purpose is created 
by enacting by incorporation, and, mutatis mutandis, the machinery 
for Privy Council ‘‘ schemes” preliminary to a charter under Part 
XI. of the Municipal Corporations Act, 1882. 





We commenteD recently on the case of Lawrence v. Rowley, in 


which a divisional court of the Queen’s Bench Division (Groveand 
Lorss, JJ.) treated very summarily the doctrine that a claim 
against the estate of a dead man, supported only by the uncor- 
roborated testimony of the claimant, ought not to be admitted. 
The learned judges are reported to have said that ‘the cases cited 
from courts of equity were not cases tried before a jury, but 
were only the equity judges’ advice to themselves (so to speak) as 
to the degree of credibility to be given to’ the plaintiffs in such 
cases, and a common law judge would always give a similar cautien 
toa jury.” This does not appear to be a correct view of the rule. 
No doubt it is not an absolute rule of law, so that a judge is bound 
to direct a jury that they cannot find for a claim supported by 10 
other evidence than that of the claimant. But it is certainly some- 
thing more than “equity judges’ advice to themselves.” The 
judge is bound to warn the jury of the danger of acting on such 
evidence if uncorroborated, and if the jury refuse to act on sue 
evidence, no court will set aside their verdict. And, in the same 
way, the Court of Appeal will not disturb the decision of a judge 
who has declined to act on the uncorroborated evidence of the 
claimant. These propositions will be found laid down by the 
Court of Appeal (Jessen, M.R., and Baceattay, Brett, 
Liypier, L.JJ.) in a case of Stevens vy. Morson (November 4, 1881, 
reported only, so far as we are aware, in 26 Sorrcrrors’ JouRNAL, 25); 
where the court dismissed an appeal from, the refusal of a ¢ 
made against a testator’s estate, on the ground (inter alia) 
there was no evidence in support of the claim but that 
claimant himself; and Liyptey, L.J., said=that the rule that @ 
claim against the estate of a dead man, supported only by the uw 
corroborated testimony of the claimant, would not be adm 
“was a sound general rule.” 





Many years aco, when the present Bankruptcy Act was py 


through Parliament, an esteemed correspondent drew attention intl 
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of this journal to the additional labour imposed in quotation, 
and the risk of inaccuracy occasioned, by the sub-division of clauses 
to so large an extent in that Bill. Since that time this sub- 
division has become a recognized practice in parliamentary drafting, 
and one has only to look at the Settled Land Act to see the lengths to 
which it is now carried. There is, no doubt, a good deal to be said 
for the practice in certain cases; for instance, it is convenient to 
be able to see at a glance all the conditions or formalities which 
are necessary to give validity to some act. But in the Goyern- 
ment Bankruptcy Bill the practice seems to have culminated in a 
determination to include in a single clause, with numerous sub- 
dauses and frequent sub-subclauses, all the matter relating to a 
jcular subject. There are, we believe, only two pages of the 
Bill without sub-clauses. Surely there is no reason why matters 
should be lumped together in this way in unwieldy clauses with 
endless sub-divisions. 








SPECIAL DAMAGE IN SLANDER. 


Tux case of Chamberlain v. Boyd, recently decided in the Court of 
Appeal, seems to us a singularly clear case. We must confess that 
the decision of the learned judge in the court below astonished us, 
and we cannot but think that it was chiefly attributable to the un- 
willingness now prevalent to decide substantial questions on 
demurrer. We gather from the statements given by the daily 
papers, which are by no means so explicit as might be wished, that 
the case was put thus in the statement of claim. It was’ alleged 
that, in consequence of the slander, the Reform Club were induced 
not to alter the existing mode of election to one under which the 
plaintiffs would have had a better chance of being elected to the 
club than under such existing system. We can only take the 
summary of the pleading given by the Lord Chief Justice, as the 
actual words of the statement of claim are not set forth in the 
newspapers, but it may be assumed that the learned judge fairly 
summarized the cause of action as stated. It is, of course, common 
knowledge that, in order to make a slander of the sort alleged 
actionable, there must be special damage, which must mean appre- 
tiable injury of a temporal character. It may be difficult to frame 
an exact definition ofthe kind of damage that will suffice ; possibly, 
in some cases, damage of a character not very easily susceptible of 
arithmetical calculation may suffice, but the damage suggested in 
the case we are discussing was of an extremely shadowy and uncer- 
tain nature. The old real property lawyer’s expression, ‘a possi- 
bility upon a possibility,” would hardly mect this case. If this 
slander had not been uttered, the rules relating to election of 
members might have been changed, and, if the rules had been 
changed, the plaintiffs might have been elected. And this way of 
putting it does not fully express the uncertainty and ines- 
timability (if we may coin an expression) of the damage; 
for, of course, it was impossible to say that the plaintiffs 
might not have been elected if they had chosen to stand again 
under the existing system of election. How could it be possible, in 
aby reasonable yiew of the rule requiring special damage in cases of 
slander, to hold that such damage as was suggested in this case satis- 
fied that rule? The distinction in this respect between libel and 
slander may not be very easy to defend from a strictly logical point 
of view, but it is well settled, and cannot be altered except by 
legislation, and it seems to us that if the court had decided in this 
case in favour of the plaintiffs, it would have been frittering away 
the rule altogether. 

The judges also put their decision on a second ground that 
does not scom to us to be quite so clear. They held that it 
was impossible to suppose that the statement made with regard to 
the plaintiffs was calculated to weigh with the members of the 
chub in determining whether the mode of election should be 
changed, and therefore that the damage, not being the natural or 
sarge consequence of the words spoken, was too remote. We 
oubt whether this question, in strictness, is conveniently decided 
o demurrer. Although, in a common-sense point of view, it seems 
teasonable to conclude that the alleged damage did not arise from 
the slander as a matter of fact, yet it must be taken, for the 
purposes of a demurrer, to have been admitted that it did so arise, 
and we are not quite clear that, if it did so arise, it is too remote, 


_ Mgally speaking. It seems to us that some of the expressions in 








the judgments to some extent confused together matter of fact and 
matter of law on this point. However improbable it might be, in 
fact, that the slander affected the decision of the club as to the 
alteration of the mode of election, it must be taken that it did in 
fact affect such decision for the purposes of the demurrer, and we 
doubt whether, admitting the damage to have been sufficient in 
character to satisfy the rule as to special damage, it was so 
improbable a consequence in point of law as to be too remote. The 
rule as to remoteness of damage in cases of tort does not rest upon 
the same footing as in cases of contract. It does not altogether depend 
on the question what consequences the party committing the tort 
may reasonably contemplate as the probable or natural result of his 
act. There are, no doubt, cases in which the act of the party directly 
causing the damage cannot be considered the natural consequence 
of the slander; because it is in itself a wrongful act, and must be 
considered a new point of departure: as, when A. assaults B. in 
consequence of a slander uttered of B. by C. But even this rule 
has been to some extent doubted, we believe, and it is often some- 
what difficult to lay down a rule on the question how far a conse- 
quence is too remote for the purpose of damage in a case of fort. 
We cannot help thinking that the safer and sounder ground for the 
decision given by the Court of Appeal is, that the damage was of 
too uncertain and inappreciable a character to constitute special 
damage within the rule as to slander. 

Turning from the more technical aspects of the case, we cannot 
but think it on the whole satisfactory that the action did not go 
further. Having regard to the character of such an institution as 
a club, questions of this kind are not very satisfactorily dealt with 
by a court of law. Of course, it may be said that the doctrine of 
privilege affords a sufficient protection to members ofa club in 
matters of this sort; but then the difficulty is that allegations of 
express malice are made, and a jury cannot always be relied on to 
treat such questions with sound judgment and common sense.” 








THE GOVERNMENT PROPOSALS AS TO OF- 
FICIAL RECEIVERS IN BANKRUPTCY. 
II. 


In our former article we discussed the general question of the appoint- 
ment of official receivers and their remuneration as proposed by the 
Government Bankruptcy Bill. We will now consider the duties which 
it is proposed to intrust to them. These are of a twofold character, it 
being provided by clause 62, sub-clause 1, that they ‘‘ shall have relation 
both to the conduct of the debtor and to the administration of his estate.’’ 
The other sub-clauses of the same clause enable an official receiver to 
administer oaths for the purposes of any of his duties, and provide that 
expressions referring to a trustee shall include the official receiver when 
acting as such, and that, when the official receiver is not trustee, the 
trustee shall supply him with information and give him assistance in 
the performance of his duties. 

Clause 63 states the duties of the official receiver “as regards the 
debtor.” The first of such duties is: ‘‘To investigate the conduct of 
the debtor and to report to the court, stating whether there is reason 
to believe that the debtor has committed any act which constitutes a 
misdemeanor under the Debtors Act, 1869, or any amendment thereof, 
or under this Act, or which would justify the court in refusing, 
suspending, or qualifying an order for his discharge.” There are a 
number of other provisions in the Bill relating to this same duty of the 
official receiver which it may be convenient to state at this point. 
Thus, clause 14 provides that the debtor shall make out and submit to the 
official receiver a statement of his affairs, verified by affidavit, and show- 
ing to the satisfaction of the official receiver certain particulars therein 
mentioned, “‘ and such further or other information as may be prescribed 
or as the official receiver may require”; failing which, within the time 
therein provided, ‘‘the court may, on the application of the official 
receiver, or of any creditor, adjudge him bankrupt.” By clause 21, sub- 
clause 2, it is also provided that every debtor “shall . . . wait at 
such times on the official receiver or trustee . . . and generally do 
such acts and things” in the bankruptcy “as may be 
required by the official receiver or trustee,” or otherwise as therein 
provided. Clause 24 provides that the court may, ‘on the application 
of the official receiver or trustee,” after a receiving order has been 
made, summon witnesses to give information upon oath, with other 
provisions giving the court power, on the like , to make 
certain orders st the persons summoned. In the clause relating to 
“ discharge of bankrupt ” also (clause 25) the official receiver becomes a 
prominent person. By sub-clause 2 it is provided that, on the hearing 
of an application by a bankrupt for his discharge, “ the court shall take 
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into consideration a report of the official receiver as to the bankrupt’s 
conduct and affairs” ; and by sub-clause 4 it is provided that “ for the 
purposes of this section the report of the official receiver shall be prima 
facie evidence of the statements therein contained.” Sub-clause 5 also 
provides that, on such application, “the court may hear the official 
receiver’ and other persons therein named; and sub-clause 6 provides 
that the court may, as one of the conditions of the discharge, ‘ require 
the bankrupt to consent to judgment being entered against him by the 
official receiver or trustee for any balance of the debts proveable.” 

The second duty of official receivers, “‘as regards the debtor,” as 
defined by sub-clause 2 of clause 63, is: “To make such other reports 
concerning the conduct of the debtor as the Board of Trade may 
direct.” Sub-clause 3 provides further that they shall “take such part 
as may be directed by the Board of Trade in the public examination of 
the debtor”; and clause 15, sub-clause 5, upon the same point, provides 
that ‘‘ the official receiver shall take such part in the examination of the 
debtor as the Board of Trade may direct ; and, for the purpose thereof, 
if specially authorized by the Board of Trade, may employ counsel or a 
solicitor.” The remaining duty of official receivers, “ as regards the 
debtor,” is (sub-clause 4 of clause 63), ‘‘to take such part, and give 
such assistance, in relation to the prosecution of any fraudulent debtor 
as the Board of Trade may direct.” To give further effect to this sub- 
clause it is provided by clause 153 that “section 16 of the Debtors Act, 
1869, shall be construed and have effect as if the term ‘a trustee in any 
bankruptcy’ included the official receiver of a bankrupt’s estate, and 
shall apply to offences under this Act as well as to offences under the 
Debtors Act, 1869.” 

Very beneficial results appear to be expected from these provisions, 
but for our part we do not think that all the good that is anticipated 
will flow therefrom. In the first place, to make such official investiga- 
tions in all cases will entail very great cost, which must be borne either 
by estates or by the Treasury, and in either case, instead of tending to 
reduce the costs of administration in bankruptcy, the very opposite will 
be the result. Thus, one of the complaints against the present system 
—viz., its great costliness—instead of being remedied will become 
magnified. Then, again, when estates are large and transactions 
numerous, these investigations and reports, to be made in a manner at 
all satisfactory, will take up considerably more time than appears to be 
anticipated, and it may be necessary for official receivers in such cases to 
obtain the assistance of professional accountants in investigating the 
accounts, but this is a contingency in no way provided for. Much, in 
our opinion, will depend upon the class of men who may be appointed as 
official receivers as to the manner in which this provision is likely to 
work. Under the Act of 1849 official assignees were required to make 
reports, and they did in a way comply with the statutory requirements ; 
but we do not think that even the official assignees themselves would 
contend that such reports were ever of any assistance or benefit to the 
estates. If we are simply to have a return toa similar style of official 
investigation and report as under the Act of 1849 (and we fear that the 
tendency will be, in the course of a year or two, to fall into that easy 
way of doing business), then it were better not to attempt to make such 
investigations at all. The Board of Trade will certainly be a means of 
keeping official receivers up to their duties in this respect; but even this 
cannot be altogether satisfactory, as the Board must necessarily rely 
upon the information they may obtain from the official receivers before 
they can give any special directions to them in any particular 
matters. 

The “duties” of official receivers “ as regards the estate of a debtor” 
are defined by clause 64. Under each head we will refer to the other 
portions of the Bill which relate to the same subject. 

‘* (a.) Pending the appointment of a trustee, to act as interim receiver 
of the debtor’s estate, and where a special manager is not appointed, as 
manager thereof.’’ 


The other clauses relating to the same point are clauses 9, 10, 11, and 
49, sub-clauses 1 and 3. By clause 9 it is provided that, “on the 
making of a receiving order, the registrar or other officer of the court 
appointed to act as official receiver shall be nominated and thereby 
constituted receiver of the property of the debtor’’; and by clause 
10 it is also provided that “the court may, at any time after the 
presentation of a bankruptcy petition, and before a receiving erder is 
made, appoint the official receiver to be receiver of the property of the 
debtor, or of any part thereof, and direct him to take immediate posses- 
sion thereof or of any part thereof.” Clause 11 empowers the official 
receiver, or, if he declines, the court, “on the application of any 
creditor or creditors, and if satisfied that the nature of the debtor's 

. business and the interests of the creditors generally require the appoint- 
ment of 4 special manager of the business,” to “appoint a manager 
thereof accordingly to act until a trustee is appointed, and with such 
powers as may be intrusted to him by the official receiver, or, as the 
case may be, by the court.” And clause 49, sub-clause 1, provides that, 
“until a trustee is appointed, the official receiver shall be the trustee 
for the purposes of this Act, and immediately on a debtor being adjudged 
bankrupt, the property of the bankrupt shall vest in the trustee” ; and sub- 
clause 3 provides that ‘‘ the property of the bankrupt shall pass from trus- 
tee to trustee, including under that term the official receiver when he fills 





the office of trustee.” The 2nd sub-clause of clause 64 also provides th 
“ For the purposes of his duties as interim receiver or manager, the official 


receiver shall have the same powers as if he were a receiver and i 


appointed by the High Court, but shall, as far as practicable, consult the 
wishes of the creditors with respect to the management of the debtor's 
property, and may for that purpose, if he thinks it advisable, summon 
meetings of the persons claiming to be creditors, and shall not, unlesg 
thr Board of Trade otherwise order, incur any expense beyond suoh ag 
is requisite for the protection of the debtor’s property or the disposing of 
perishable goods.” 

It will be seen that the proposal now made is that tho official receiver 
shaJl be appointed receiver in all cases, and that no power is given, ag 
was given in the Bill of 1881, for the court to appoint a special receiver 
nominated by creditors. In compensation for this, however, the power ig 
inserted to appoint a special manager to act under the official receiver, 
This change isin accordance with the proposals made by Mr. Dixon. 
Hartland in the Bill introduced by him last session, and re-introduced with 
amendments this session, and we think it a more consistent and workable 
provision than the original proposal of the Government. The provisions 
of clause 49 are the same as some provisions of the present Act, substitu. 
ting the official receiver for the registrar of the court, 


‘¢(b.) To summon and preside at the first meeting of creditors.” 


The other provisions of the Bill relating to the same subject are con- 
tained in the first schedule thereto. Rule 2 thereof provides that 


“‘ the official receiver shall summon the [first] meeting, by giving not less 
than seven days’ notice of the time and place thereof in the London Gazette 
and in a local paper ; ”” 

and rule 3 provides that 

‘‘the official receiver shall also, as soon as practicable, send to each 
creditor mentioned in the debtor’s statement of affairs a notice of the 
time and place of the first meeting of creditors, accompanied by a summary 
of the debtor’s statement of affairs, including the causes of his failure, 
and any observations thereon which the official receiver may think fit to 
make.”’ 


Rule 4 provides that 


‘the meeting shall be held at such place as is, in the opinion of the 
official receiver, most convenient for the majority of the creditors ;”’ 

and rule 5 provides that 

‘*the official receiver or the trustee may at any time summon a meet- 


ing of creditors, and shall do so whenever so directed by the court, or so 
requested in writing by one-fourth in value of the creditors.”’ 


He, or some person nominated by him, is, by rule 7, to be the chair. 
man at the first meeting and at subsequent meetings until a trustee is 
appointed. As chairman he is, by rule 14, to have “‘ power to admit 
or reject a proof for the purpose of voting’? subject to appeal to the 
court. As chairman, also, he may (rule 21) “ adjourn the meeting from 
time to time and from place to place,” and rule 24 requires the 
chairman of every meeting to cause minutes to be drawn up and 
signed. 

Most of these provisions are matters of detail, but it will be seen that 
very wide and important powers are proposed to be given, and the full 
effect of some of the proposals ought to be well considered before they 
are passed. Seeing that the official receiver may be appointed trustee by 
the creditors, it is a very important power to place in his hands to 
decide what place is “ most convenient for the majority of creditors” 
in which to hold the meeting at which a trustee may be appointed. The 
same remark applies also to his power as chairman to admit or reject 
proofs for the purpose of voting and to adjourn the meeting from 
time to time and place to place. The Bill favours the principle of 
creditors appointing official receivers to be trustees, but too much of 
that favouritism may be shown, and we think the Bill decidedly errs in 
this respect. We think it would be much preferable if creditors were 
left more unconstrained to exercise their own judgments in such 
matters. 


“‘(¢,) To issue forms of proxy for use at the first meeting of creditors.” 


The first schedule to the Bill also contains provisions on the same 
point. Rule 16 of that schedule provides that ‘every instrument of 
proxy shall be in the prescribed form, and shall be issued by the official 
receiver, or, after the appointment of a trustee, by the trustee.” Rule 
19 also provides that . 
‘‘a proxy shall not be used until it is deposited with the official receiver 
arms, twenty-four hours before the meeting at which it is to be 
used; ’ 
and rule 20 provides that 
‘‘ a creditor may appoint the official receiver of the bankrupt’s estate to 
act as his general or special proxy.’’ sid 

We think that the proposal with respect to the issuing of forms of 
proxy by the official receiver is not altogether well conceived. If there 
has been too much laxity in regard to proxies heretofore, the danger 
now is that we shall get into the opposite extreme, and that by placing 
obstacles and difficulties in the way of creditors such as are » 
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greater evil may be created than the one sought to be remedied. 
seems to be every encouragement given to official receivers to 
use the influence of their offices to obtain proxies in their own favour 
from creditors who may apply to them for forms. 
“(d.) To report to the creditors as to any proposal which the debtor may 
have made with respect to the mode of liquidating his affairs.’’ 
Clause 16 of the Bill relates to composition or scheme of arrangement, 
and some of the sub-clauses thereof make further provisions as to the 
daties of official receivers in relation thereto. The subsequent meeting 
to be held to consider a composition or scheme is, by sub-clause 3, to be 
gummoned by the official receiver, and by sub-clause 5 it is provided 
that “the court shall, before approving a composition or scheme, hear a 
from the official receiver as to the terms of the composition or 
scheme, and as to the conduct of the debtor’’; and further (sub- 
cause 10), that “‘ a certificate of the official receiver that a composition or 
scheme has been duly accepted or approved shall, in the absence of 
fraud, be conclusive as to its validity.” 
Such a report may be of use to creditors in assisting them to come to 
a decision upon an offer of composition or scheme of arrangement, 
but we are inclined to think that, as a general rule, creditors will prefer 
to have investigations of their own, and will not place much reliance 
upon official reports. Take the case of a tradesman somewhere in the 
country (Wales for instance), indebted to wholesale houses in London, 
Manchester, Glasgow, and other large centres: these creditors are not 
likely to be contented with a report of an official receiver of the local 
courtin the district of which the debtor may happen to reside or carry 
om business. They will, in such cases we anticipate, invariably require 
their own investigations to be made, and so the work will simply be done 
twice over. 


*(e.) To advertise the receiving order, the date of the creditors’ first 
meeting, and such other matters as it may be necessary to advertise.’’ 


This is a purely ministerial duty, and we need not comment upon the 
proposal. 


“(f.) To act as trustee during any vacancy in the office of irustee.”’ 


There are a number of other provisions throughout the Bill relating to 
thesame point. Clause 18, sub-clause 5, provides that the creditors may 
wppoiut the official receiver of the debtor’s estate to be trustee of his 
property; and by sub-clauses 6 and 7 of the same clause it is provided 
that, in default of the appointment of a trustee within the time therein 
dated, “the official receiver shall report the matter to the Board of 
Trade, and thereupon the Board of Trade shall appoint him, or some 
ither official receiver, to be trustee of the bankrupt’s property, and 
hall certify the appointment,” with power to the creditors at any subse- 
quent time to appoint a trustee in his place. Sub-clauses 1 and 3 of clause 
19, which provide that the official receiver shall be the trustee until a trus- 
te is appointed, and provide as to property passing to him as trustee, we 
lave already quoted under the head of (a.). Other clauses, in which the 
tiicial receiver is associated with the trustee, are clause 21, sub-clause 2, 
which we have already quoted, and which requires a debtor to wait upon 
the official receiver or trustee and do such acts as they may require; 
tuse 23, which empowers the court, “on the application of the official 
Neeiver or trustee,” to order post letters addressed to the debtor to be 
tdirected ‘to the official receiver or the trustee, or otherwise as the 
tourt directs” ; clause 24, which we have already quoted, and which 
tmpowers the court on the like application to summon the debtor or 
ther parties for examination ; clause 41, sub-clause 1, relating to goods 
liken in execution but not sold before receiving order made, and rules 
fad 9 of the second schedule relating to creditors’ proofs of debts. 
(lanse 79, relating to proceedings in case of vacancy in the office of 
nustee, provides that the official receiver shall summon a meeting to fill 
the vacancy ; in defeult of filling such vacancy by the creditors “the 
(ficial receiver shall report the matter to the Board of Trade, and the 

d may appoint him or some other official receiver to be trustee,” 
with power to the creditors or committee to appoint a trustee “as in the 
tase of a first appointment’; and (sub-clause 4), “during any vacancy 
it the office of trustee the official receiver may act as trustee.” In 
tiuse 113, relating to small bankruptcies, the official receiver is a very 
Pominent feature. We print the clause at length :— 

"113. If the person presenting a’ bankruptcy petition satisfies the court, 
tthe official receiver reports to the court, that the property of the debtor 
‘not likely to exceed in value three hundred pounds, the court may make 
‘order that the debtor’s estate be administered in a summary manner, 
td thereupon the provisions of this Act shall be subject to the following 
Nodifications : 

_‘(1.) If the debtor is adjudged bankrupt, the official receiver shall be 
it trustee in the bankruptcy. 

“(2.) There shall be no committee of inspection, but the official receiver 
‘tay do, with the permission of the Board of Trade, all things which may 
Hedone by the trustee with the permission of the committee of inspection. 
_“(8.) Such other modifications may be made in the provisions of this 
Act as my be prescribed by general rules with the view of saving expense 


“d simplifying procedure. : 
| * Provided that the creditors may at any time, by special resolution, 


trustee in the bankruptcy, and thereupon the bankruptcy shall proceed as 
if an order for summary administration had not been made.” , 

Under clauses 149—151 of the transitory provisions of the Bill also, 
such of the official receivers as may be appointed by the Board of Trade 
are to have vested in them estates in liquidation or bankruptcy under 
the present Act, on a vacancy in the office of trustee in liquidation. 
Under the present Act the registrar of the court becomes trustee of 
the property of a bankrupt during a vacancy in that office, and the fore- 
going proposals, with the exception of clause 113, would make but little 
difference from the present practice beyond substituting the official 
receiver for the registrar. Clause 113, however, is most important, and 
is an attempt on the part of the Government to save expense to small 
estates. We fear the clause is anything but a successful venture, and, 
indeed, that appears to be the opinion of the authors themselves, seeing 
the very comprehensive language of sub-clause 3, giving power to make 
general rules in modification of the provisions of the Act. What is 
meant by administering an estate “in a summary manner”’ it is difficult 
to understand, and this, we apprehend, will have to be better explained 
and also more fully worked out by rules and orders. But the chief 
novelty in the proposal is that the official receiver shall be the trustee 
unless the creditors, by a special resolution, appoint another trustee. 
This is an experiment respecting the success of which it would be unsafe 
to hazard much speculation, as, in our opinion, all will depend upon how 
far the official receivers give satisfaction to the trading community in the 
performance of their offices; but for our own part we anticipate that, as 
@ general rule, in estates where there are assets sufficient to pay the costs, 
creditors will prefer to have the control of the matters in their own 
hands to leaving them in the uncontrolled management of any official or 
department of State, and that official receivers will be left to distribute 
only estates worth practically nothing, 
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HISTORY OF CRIMINAL LAW. 


A History or tHe Crmiat Law or Enctaxp. By Sir J. Firzzames 
Srernen, K.C.S8.I., D.C.L., &c. London: Macmillan & Co. 1883. 


In the three closely-printed octavo volumes before us, Mr, Justice 
Stephen has issued an enlarged edition of his General View of the 
Criminal Law of England, first published in 1863, and now expanded to 
about four times its original size. The profession are indebted to him 
for presenting them in this work with an exhaustive and masterly 
treatise dealing with the whole history of the criminal law of England— 
a branch of the law which, though well worthy of study by men of 
great mind, has hitherto been left too exclusively to lesser people. 

The first volume deals with the history of criminal procedure, With 
the second volume the learned author commences his inquiry into the 
history of substantive criminal law, the first half of the volume being 
taken up with the question of the limits of criminal law ; the persons 
subject to it; and their criminal responsibility—intention, compulsion, 
madness, drunkenness, &c.; while the second half of it is devoted to 
substantive criminal offences—namely, those imperilling the tranquillity 
of the State. Inthe third volume the history of substantive criminal 
offences is continued, the offences here dealt with being those committed 
against the individual. The latter part of this volume contains sketches, 
interspersed with comments, of several noted trials. 

Mr. Justice Stephen has commenced his History of English Criminal 
Law with a short account of Roman criminal law, beginning with the 
twelve tables. This has something of the ab ovo method about it, but 
lest this chapter should daunt the reader, we would at once say that in 
the next chapter (c. 3) we get well into the interesting history of 
English criminal law. Amongst many other interesting points brought 
out by the learned author, we are indebted to him for the first clear and 
authoritative explanation of the origin and meaning of the jurisdiction 
of justices in Eyre (vol. 1, p. 99). Another new point to which he has 
drawn attention is the curiously accidental way in which the jurisdiction 
of quarter sessions, though nominally extending _to all crimes save 
treason, became, by reason of the old laws which punished such numerous 
offences with death, limited in effect only to petty larcenies and mis- 
demeanors (vol. 1, p. 115). Another singular point which he has been 
brought to light is, that several small villages (unreformed corporations) 
have still, it seems, the power to try persons for their lives (vol. 1, p. 
119), the power, though disused, never having been taken away, and, 
therefore remaining ready to bo revived at any moment, as “ wager of 
battle” was revived in 1818 in Ashford v. Thornton (vol. 1, p. 249). 

In giving an account of the laying of the venue (vol. 1, p. 276) the 
learned author makes a slight slip. He gives as a specimen, “‘ Hampshire 
to wit.’ Now, as a matter of fact, there is no such venue. The county 
of Hants, though commonly known as Hampshire, is, in legal phrase- 
ology, always known as ‘‘ the county of Southampton,” and it should 
therefore have been ‘‘ the eounty of Southampton to wit. 





that some person other than the official receiver be appointed 


In chapter 11 (vol. 1, pp, 319—429) we haye an account of a large 
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number of criminal trials, grouped within three periods, extending from 
1554—1760. The comments of Sir J. F. Stephen upon the various trials 
which he here passes in review are most instructive, and by means of 
them he is enabled to set, in a striking light, the gradual building up of 
the structure of our criminal law. In discussing these trials, he gives us 
good reasons for receiving with hesitation, in some cases, the currently 
accepted views. Speaking generally, he takes a more favourable view of 
the administration of justice in times past than is generally accepted. 
He shows that the common belief that Algernon Sidney was convicted 
on unpublished documentary evidence found in his closet, but not proved 
to have been written by him, has no foundation in fact, and he justly 
adds, “‘ When you have, on the one side, a prisoner guilty of a crime 
which many people regarded, and still regard, as an act of virtue, and on 
the other a judge whose name is justly steeped in infamy, and when the 
judge has to try the prisoner according to a law full of fiction and un- 
certainty, it is almost hopeless to do strict justice between them ” (vol. 1, 
p. 411). In the account of the celebrated trial of Count Koningsmark 
for being accessory to the murder of Tom Thynne, “Tom of Ten 
Thousand” as he was called on account of his wealth, Sir J. F. Stephen 
also takes a more favourable view of the conduct of the judges who tried 
him than the commonly received estimate, and considers that, on the 
whole, he was not unfairly acquitted. Where the true favour to the 
count, as it seems to us, lay, was in trying him at the same time with the 
actual murderers, and so preventing their being called as witnesses 
against him. But on this point Sir J. F. Stephen offers no remark. 


It is curious to observe how different was the position held by a soli- 
citor two hundred years ago (vol. 1, p. 405) from that occupied by a soli- 
citor now. Sir R. Sawyer, the Attorney-General (1681), then declared 
that it was “no part of a solicitor’s duty to bring papers; he was only 
appointed by the court to run errands, he was not to advise or furnish 
with matter of defence.” The solicitor was inferior to the attorney, 
who, as his name implied, represented his client. The relative position 
of the two designations has survived in the titles of the chief law 
officers of the Crown. 

The learned author makes some valuable observations upon dying 
declarations, and points out the difficulty of adapting a legal system 
such as ours to another country, as we have, to a large extent, done in 
India. Here such declarations are received as completely trustworthy. 
There a native remarked, “‘ Such evidence ought never to be admitted in 
any case. What motive for telling the truth can any man possibly have 
when he is at the point of death ?” 

The least satisfactory portion of the learned author’s work is to be 
found in chapter 13, where he discusses capital punishment. Where the 
moral feelings of the community have been outraged to a great degree, 
he considers that the “desire for revenge” is deserving of legitimate 
satisfaction. If a man commits a brutal murder, or acts, say, with 
others to ravish a woman, he should be destroyed, partly “ to gratify the 
indignation which such crimes produce” (vol. 1, p. 478). ‘The fact 
is,” he says again, “the world contains an appreciable number of 
wretches who ought to be exterminated without mercy when an oppor- 
tunity occurs” (vol. 3, p. 425). He further says, these views are un- 
popular because opposed to the doctrine that “ human life is sacred ” 
(vol. 1, p. 479). It may be that this has weight with many, but it can- 
not be regarded as the true scientific reason. The real reason is that 
punishment is effective, not in proportion to its severity, but its certainty, 
and to obtain convictions, where the penalty is death, is always more or 
less difficult. It is strange that Sir J. F. Stephen, in writing a history 
of the criminal law, should approve of this penalty, for the whole 
histery of capital punishment proves its inefficacy as a preventive of 
crime. Were forgery and sheep-stealing stamped out by the sentences 
of death which followed ? On the contrary, these offences were com- 
mitted with the greatest impunity, owing to the difficulty, almost 
amounting to impossibility, of obtaining convictions. Yet Sir J. F. 
Stephen says, “I suspect that a small number of executions of profes- 
sional receivers of stolen goods, habitual cheats, and ingenious forgers, 
wonld do more to check crime than twenty times as many sentences of 

servitude,” forgetting that it was after the death penalty was 
abolished that forgery became comparatively rare. 

Sir J. F. Stephen draws attention to the valuable 16th section in the 
Prevention of Crimes ({reland) Act (45 & 46 Vict. c. 25), which gives 
authority, whenever a crime is committed, and although no person is 
charged, to summon witnesses and examine them upon oath (vol. 1, p. 
509). It is the exercise of this power by skilful examiners, who have 
been able to ply new witnesses with information they have gained from 
others, that has unearthed the terrible assassination conspiracy which 
has existed in Dub‘in. Similar facilities for obtaining evidence as to 
critainal offences exist in Scotch law, and when the proposed Criminal 
Code becomes law, it will, no doubt, contain provisions for instituting 
such inquiries. We may here remark that Sir J. F. Stephen does not 
allude to this provision in Scotch law, and that generally, although he 
says much about the administration of justice in France, he is silent as 
to ite administration north of the Tweed. 

In chapter 18 (vol. 2) Sir J. F. Stephen discusses the law as to crimes 
committed under compulsion, and he very ingeniously suggests that the 
curious rule by which a married woman is presumed, in the case of 





felony generally (though not in cases of treason or misdemeanor), 
have acted under the compulsion of her husband, is due to a desire o 
the part of the judges to give married women some rough equivalent 
for the benefit of clergy enjoyed by their husbands. In discussing th, 
question of compulsion, the learned author argues that compulsion 
to operate by way of mitigation of punishment, and not as a ground gf 
acquittal. 

In chapter 22 (vol. 2, pp. 298—395) the learned author gives ug ay 
admirable sketch of the history of the law of libel, and, in the chapter 
following, a veluable outline of the authority exercised by the Church fp 
questions of profanity, heresy, witchcraft, adultery, &c.—a branch of 
law the history of which has hitherto been almost wholly neglected, 

The cases stated and commented upon, which occupy the latter portion 
of the third volume, are very valuable, In places, however, the points 
are so briefly put as to somewhat obscure the author’s meaning. In hig 
comments on Ledfade’s case, Sir J. F. Stephen makes a slight mis. 
statement as to the effect of certain evidence. The evidence pointed to 
a certain shirt, which was dirtied in a particular way, as having been 
worn by the murderer. Sir J. F. Stephen, commenting upon the evidence 
given in reference to this shirt, says: ‘“‘ Whether or not the shirt had 
been worn by the murderer was an irrelevant question, unless it was 
shown to have been worn by Ledtade” (vol. 3, p. 472), which can hardly 
be so, If the shirt was worn by the murderer, it would be very material 
to show that Ledtade did not wear it. What we take it that SirJ. B, 
Stepken meant to say was, that the shirt in question was not evidence 
against Ledtade unless he wore it. 

Sir J. F. Stephen makes short work with the reputation of some of our 
early legal authorities.. He speaks of Fitzherbert’s Grand Abridgment 
as mere drudgery, and of Coke as possessing a “ disorderly mind” (vol, 
2, p. 206). Of Blackstone, however, he says that, in his Commentaries, 
he did exceedingly well what Coke tried to do and did exceedingly ill, 
As to the eloquence of the English bar, whether in prosecuting or 
defending prisoners, Sir J. F. Stephen will not allow that any such 
eloquence exists, On this point, at any rate, we entirely differ from 
him. 

In conclusion, we have to express our hearty thanks to Sir J. F, 
Stephen for the really great work that he has given us—the first work 
of the kind, during the lapse of more than a century, which has aimed at 
giving a skilful and accurate picture of the history of the criminal law, 
and not only aimed at it, but entirely succeeded. 





THE COMPANIES ACTS. 


Tue Law and Practick uNDER THE Companies Acts, 1862 To 1880: 
THE Joint Stock ComPANizs ARRANGEMENT Act, 1870; AND THE Lire 
Assurance Compantgs Acts, 1870 to 1872. 
Esq., Barrister-at-Law. Fovurru Eprrion. Stevens & Haynes, 


When we drew attention, on the appearance of the first edition of this 
work, to its great merits, we hardly expected that it would so rapidly 
achieve the position it has taken. It may now be said, after the lapse of 
only ten years, to have pushed every competitor out of the field, and to 
have attained the position of the standard authority on the subject. This 
is, no doubt, in great measure due to the completeness, clearness and terse 
ness with which the cases are stated, and to the caution with which 
deductions are made’ from them, but there are other characteristics of 
the book to which some part of its success may be ascribed. Mr. Buckley 
never hesitates to discuss difficult points on which no decisions have 
occurred, and to express an opinion upon them for the guidance of ang 
titioners. In the present edition this characteristic is retained. ug, 
on one of the unsolved problems which is most likely at present to exer 
cise the practitioner—the legality of a general power to a company to 
purchase its own shares—Mr. Buckley has some useful remarks at p. 
483, He points out that the decision in Hope v. International Financial 
Society (L. R. 4 Ch. D, 327) does not decide whether a company which 
has power to traffic in its own shares can do so, notwithstanding the 
question of reduction of capital; and that In re Dronfield Company 
(L. R. 17 Ch. D. 76) “does not go so far as to justify that which it isnow 
so common to desire to insert in ‘the memorandum and articles of many 
companies, and particularly of such as may be called private companies, 
whose members are to be confined to members of one family or of one 
trade—viz., provisions that if a member desires to sell his shares they 
shall, in default of purchase by some other member, be bought by the 
company itself ;” but he admits that the decision of Fry, J. in Colvilles 
case (48 L. J. Ch. 633), “certainly goes a good deal further.” He con- 
cludes that a purchase by a company of its own shares is a redaction of 
the paid-up capital, and also of issued capital apd of unpaid capital, and 
can only be effected in the manner prescribed by the Acts of 1867 and 
1877. Another characteristic of the book is the independence with 
which decisions are criticised. This is also well kept up in the 
edition, Thus, in spite of Dent v. London T'ramways Company (L. 
16 Ch. D. 344), and Lambert v, Neuchatel Asphalte Company (80 W. 
913, which, by the way, is cited by him only from the Weekly Notes), 
Mr. Buckley holds steadfastly to his view that, under any ¢ 
payment of dividend out of capital is inconsistent with the Act. “> 


\ecarcely necessary to say that we have found no recent 
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COMMON LAW. 


ES OF THE Common Law. An Elementary Work intended for the 
Use of Students and the Profession. By Joun InpERMavr, Solicitor. 
Tap Eprrion. Stevens & Haynes. 


The present edition of this elementary treatise has been in general 
edited with praiseworthy care. The provisions of the statutes affecting 
the subjecte discussed, which have been passed since the publication of 
the last edition, are clearly summarized, and the effect of the leading 
cases is generally very well given. In the difficult task of selecting and 
distinguishing principle from detail, Mr. [ndermaur has been very suc- 
cessful ; the leading principles are clearly brought out, and very 
judiciously illustrated. We think, however, that on the subject of 
tenancy from year to year arising by implication the information given 
js inadequate, and is not very well stated or arranged. All the circum- 
stances under which it may arise are not stated ; and itis not quite correct 
tosay (p. 56) that, “‘ if a tenant holds over after the expiration of his lease, 
and continues to pay a yearly rent, he wild hold under the terms of the 
jease in other respects so far as they are applicable to the new tenancy 
from year tu year.” He may be presumed to do so, but the presumption 
may be rebutted, and whether he does so or not is a question of fact for 
ajary. We should have thought it of considerable practical importance 
for the student to get clearly into his mind on the general subject the 
jadgments in Oakley v. Monck (3 H. & O. 706, L, R. 1 Ex. 159), but we 
do not find the case referred to in the book. It should hardly be 
absolutely laid down (p. 191) that a general hiring of a clerk is a yearly 
hiring determinable by three months’ notice or an eguivalent three 
months’ wages;” it is true that Pollock, C.B., said in Fairman v. 
Oakford (5 H. & N. 635), that “ from much experience of juries” he had 
come to the conclusion that usually the indefinite hiring of a clerk is not 
ahiring for a year absolutely, but rather one determinable by three 
months’ notice,” but he also said that ‘‘ each particular case must depend 
on its own circamstances” (see the judgment in Creen v. Wright (L. R. 
10. P. D., at p. 594). These, bowever, are comparatively small 
matters ; we can commend the book in general as an admirable manual 
for students. 





STOCKBROKERS. 


ATreatiss on THE Law or Stockprokers AND Stock Excuancrs. By 
J.R. Dos Passos, of the New York Bar. Sampson Low & Co. 


In spite of the enormous magnitude of the transactions which 
annually take place in stocks and shares, there is a great paucity of 
text-books relating to dealings in these securities. Mr. Dos Passos has 
therefore a wide field open to him, and in the substantial volume which 
he has written upon this subject he not only covers ground which is to a 

extent new, but provides us with a really valuable work upon the 
lawof the Stock Exchange. Althouga the work of a member of the 
American bar, it is likely to be of great service to the English branch of 
the legal profession, since the author has been careful throughout his 
work to make plain wherein the laws of the two countries differ from 
each other, and, moreover, succeeds in doing this without confusing the 
mind of the reader. When we mention that Mr. Melsheimer’s little 
book on the Stock Exchange contains references to about 150 cases, and 
that Mr. Dos Passos refers to about 3,000, a very large proportion of 
which are English decisions, it will be understood how very thoroughly 
he has worked up the subject he has taken in hand. We could have 
wished that Mr, Dos Passos had seen his way to stating somewhat 
more briefly portions of his book, but in the case of a book written 
mainly for American professional men, in referting largely to English 
law reports, it is necessarily important to quote at some length from 
those reports, as not being readily accessible to American readers. In 
one respect, however, the author might well have curtailed his labours. 
He devotes some fifty pages to the law relating to cheques. He might 
almost as well have given us a disquisition on marriage settlements, as 
enabling stockbrokers to settle their property securely upon their wives 
and children. This tendency to travel out of the record, su to speak, is 
hot uncommon amongst text-book writers, and needs rebuke, 





CRIMINAL PROCEDURE, 


A Dicxsr or raz Law or Cntmmat Procepure in Inpicrante OrrEncss. 
By Sir James Firzyames Strzruen, Judge of the High Court of Justice, 
and Herpert Srepuen, Barrister-at-Law. London: Macmillan & Co. 


This digest appears without any preface. It states the law of 
its subject in the same succinct and clear manner as that in 
which Sir James Stephen has already dealt with the criminal law 
in general and with the law of evidence, and, looking to the Criminal 
Law Procedure Bill recently introduced by the Government, has a 
, peculiar interest at the present time, The work is divided into eight 
parts, thirty-seven chaptérs, and 333 articles, and is far more 
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which we have looked omitted; and the index in Mr, Theobald’s hands | though short, will be found very useful. We regret to denen not a 


few marks of haste—we read, for instance, of the “Supreme Court of 
Justice” and of sittings in “ Westminster Hall”—nor do we see the 
use of stating in article 82 certain rules at common law of which we are 
told in a note that they are practically superseded by 24 & 25 Vict. c. 
96, s. 114. We miss also definitions of ** felony,” “ misdemeanor,” and 
“indictable offence,” although a definition is supplied of “ indictment.” 





THE CONVEYANCING ACTS, 


Tue Conveyancinc Acts, 1881 anp 1882, anp tHe Sotrctrors’ 

Remuneration Act, 1881, anp THE GenERAL ORDER ISSUED THERE- 
unpER, &c. By J. S. Rusensreq, Solicitor. Fourrx Eprriox. 

Waterlow Brothers & Layton. 

Mr. Rubenstein has here combined his work on the Conveyancing Act 
with that on Conveyancing Costs. In the notes to the summary of the 
Conveyancing Acts we find the decisions which have occurred on the 
Act of 1881 carefully collected, and we may perhaps venture to 
point out that for the majority of the reports of these cases the author 
and the profession are indebted to the Weexiy Reporter. The book will 
be worth buying for the references to these cases alone, but in other 
respects this edition of the Acts is an exceedingly handy and convenient 
one for practical use. The little work on Conveyancing Costs we have 
repeatedly tested, and can speak to its value. 








CORRESPONDENCE. 


THE BANKRUPTCY BILL. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.} 

Sir,—In the existing Act of 1869 the interpretation section is placed 
where it ought to be—viz., like the preface to a book, at its commence- 
ment. In the Government Bill of this session it is placed number 157, 
or the last clause but one. 

In the Conveyancing Act, 1881, the Settled Land Act, 1882, the 
Municipal Corporations Act, 1882, and many’ other modern important 
Acts, it is properly introduced at the beginning. Why, then, in this 
important case should it be put at the end? It is due, I fear, like a 
good many other like matters, to “ slipshod’’ work. But it is not yet 
too late to rectify the blunder if attention be drawn to it. M. 

March 27. 





THE ROYAL COURTS OF JUSTICE. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—Surely the gentleman who frames the regulations as to the 
courts should be one who understands the practical working of the 
matter, 

I believe it is the rule not to admit anyone into the courts unless 
he is engaged in a case in the court. Now this will cause much 
inconvenience, and, perhaps, damage and loss, 

It not unfrequently happens that a solicitor has to see, or send to, 
counsel who is in court, and, if the rule be adhered to, as shown by 
your correspondent ‘ A Managing Clerk,” the consequences might be 
serious, 

But surely solicitors should be admitted to the courts of which they 
are the officers ; one might wish to hear the arguments or judgment in 
@ case, or a dozen other circumstances might arise when it might be 
expedient or necessary to be in court ; but admittance is haughtily 
refused by the attendants, who, in some cases, I believe, treat you as 
though you are an idler come to spend the day in court. 

I submit that solicitors have an equal right with barristers to 
admittance to the courts, the former being officers of, and as such 
subject to, the court; the latter not being officers, but following a so- 
called honorary pursuit. 

Would it not be practicable for solicitors to wear gowns (or some other 
distinction), and, when thus attired, have an entrance as barristers now 
have, or that the rule should be altered in some other respect ? 

March 21. E. J. @. 








The election of a new secretary to the Solicitors’ Benevolent Associa- 
tion took place on the 21st inst., at the Law Institution, when Mr. James 
Thomas Scott was the successful candidate out of the nine names sub- 
mitted to the board of directors, 

The rt of the death of Mr. Davey, clerk to the late Sir 
Seal; aa erroneous. Mr. Davey ‘“‘ underwent a surgical 
fortnight. ago, and an unfavo ie turn took place; but 
symptoms have changed for the better, and hopes of his reco 
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comprehensive and scientific than the Government Bill. The notes, 


entertained.”’ 
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CASES OF LAST WEEK. 


Wr1—Generat Devise orn Bequest—ExeErcisE OF GENERAL PowER OF 
APPOINTMENT—MONEY LIABLE TO BE INVESTED IN p—Witts Act, s. 27. 
—In a case of In re Greaves’ Settlement Trusts, before Fry, J., on the 20th 
inst., the question arose whether a testator had by his will exercised a 
general power of appointment given to him by his marriage settlement. 
Section 27 of the Wills Act provides that, ‘‘ A general devise of the real 
estate of the testator, or of the real estate of the testator in any place or 
in the occupation of any person mentioned in his will, or otherwise 
described in a general manner, shall be construed to include any real 
estate, or any real estate to which such descriptior. shall extend (as the 
case may be), which he may have power to appoin’, in any manner he may 
think proper, and shall operate as an execution of such power, unless a 
contrary intention shall appear by the will ; and in like manner a bequest 
of the personal estate of the testator, or any bequest of personal property 
described in a general manner, shall be construed to include any personal 
estate, or any personal estate to which such description shall extend (as 
the case may be), which he may have power to appoint in any manner he 
may think proper, and shall operate as an execution of such power, unless 
a contrary intention shall ap by the will.’”? By the settlement, dated 
the 19th of March, 1823, estate was conveyed to trustees in fee to the 
use of them, their heirs and assigns, during the life of the wife, on trast 
to pay the rents to her, and after her death to the use of such person and 
persons, for such estate and estates as the husband should from time to 
time, or at any time or times, by any deed or deeds, writing or writings, 
to be by him sealed and delivered in the presence of, and attested by, two 
or more witnesses, appoint, and, in default of and until and subject to 
such appointment, to the common dower uses in favour of the husband. 
There was a power for the trustees, with the consent of the husband and 
wife during their joint lives, to sell the property, and it was provided that 
the money to arise from any sale under the power should be laid out in 
the purchase of land to be settled to the same uses as that which had been 
sold, and that until the re-investment in land should be made, the purchase- 
money should be laid out in Government securities, the annual proceeds of 
which were to be from time to time payable to the persons to whom the 
rents of the land to be purchased would go. During the joint lives of the 
husband and wife, the property was sold with their consent, and the 
proceeds of the sale were invested in Government stock, and was so 
invested at the time when the husband made his will. He made his will 
in October, 1844, it being signed by him, and also sealed and attested by 
two witnesses, and it contained the following bequest :—‘‘ I also give and 
bequeath all the money and moneys that I die possessed of, whether in 
the public funds or in the care of W., or elsewhere, after my funeral 
expenses are paid, unto the sole use and behoof of my children herein- 
before named, share and share alike, to be theirs, their heirs and assigns, 
for ever.’’ W. was one of the trustees of the settlement. At the date of 
the will he had in his care some money belonging to the testator, which 
was not subject to the trusts of the settlement. The testator died in 1851. 
If he had not, by the above clause in his will, exercised the power con- 
tained in the settlement, he had not exercised it all. The wife died in 
1881. The stock was never re-invested, but at her death it still 
remained standing in the name of the trustee of the settlement, 
the income of it having been paid to the wife during her 
life. The question then arose whether the capital belonged to 
the testator’s children under the above clause in his will, or whether it 
passed to his heir-at-law in default of any exercise of the power of appoint- 
ment by the testator. The question, therefore, was whether by his will 
he had exercised the power. Fry, J., held that he had not. He said that 
the question was one of intention ; that was the primary principle which 
governed the determination of such cases. The first question was whether, 
independently of section 27, the will expressed an intention of dealing 
with money in the public funds which was not the testator’s own property. 
It appeared to his lordship that it didnot. It spoke of ‘‘ money that I die 
possessed of.”’ The testator did not die possessed of this particular sum of 
stock. The 1 estate in it was vested in the trustees of the settlement ; 
his wife was entitled to the beneficial interest for'her life, in no sense was 
the testator possessed of it. Then, what was the effect of section 27? It 
must be observed that its language was throughout addressed to devises 
or bequests of a general description, not to devises or by aed of particular 
P y. It was suggested that m the present case the property, being 
de facto money, but de jure land, mi vd ving either by a general bequest of 
personalty or by a general devise o ty, or that, if that were not so, the 
true rule was to look at the actual condition of the property at the time 
when the will was made, and that if it was actually in the condition of 
money it would under a general bequest of personalty, while, if it 
was actually in the condition of land, it would pass under a general devise 
of land. His lordship thought that both these propositions were incon- 
sistent with the decided cases. In Guidot v. Guidot (3 Atk. 254), Lord 
Hardwicke said, ‘‘ The question is whether these two sums are to be con- 
sidered as money or land; I see but very little doubt in this case. The 
articles say it shall be laid out in the purchase of lands of inherit- 
ance, or leasehold. Then the court must take it to be the one or 
the other; and during the life of the husband and wife, if laid out, it 
must have been in one or the other. No sort of election was made by the 
husband ; then at the time of the will and his death, 1t stood in equity, as 
it did in the articles, either to be laid out in freehold or leaschet and, 
therefore, this court will call it one or the other, according to the rule in 
equity, that what is agreed to be done must be considered as done.” And 
in Chandler ¥. Pocock (28 W. R. 806, L. R. 15 Ch. D. 491), Jessel, M.R., 
said, “‘ What the authorities do decide is this, that where there are persons 





entitled to an intermediate interest who, after the death of the e 
have still a yay to call for the investment of money in land, there it. 
real estate of ti 


a gift of ‘my personal estate’ would not. LI agree, not only 1s that coverg 


by authority, but I should think that the question was not arguable at the 
present day, as the authorities are so old.” Then it was suggested that — 
the words of the will ought to be read as if they had been ‘I cive ah 


bequeath all money in the public funds over which I have any powers 
appointment,’’ and that as the testator had no other money in the fund; 
over which he had a pore of appointment but this sum, there was ay 
adequate description of the subject-matter to be found in the bequest. Jf 


appeared to his lordship that that would not be a legitimate mode of using 


section 27. That section was addressed to general a and not to 
enumerated particulars of a bequest. This would 

not to enlarge the operation of a general bequest, but to give to part of 4 
bequest an intensity of expression which the instrument did not contain, 
In his judgment that was not the function of section 27. He held, ther. 
fore, that the bequest did not operate as an exercise of the’ power— 
Soticrrors, Wood § Wootton ; James Edell; H. J. §& T. Child. 





Witr—Consrrvetion—Resiwvary Girr.—In a case of Shght v. Waugh, 
before Fry, J., on the 20th inst., the question arose whether a will con. 
tained any residuary gift. A testatrix, after making a number of bequests 
of specific chattels, desired that after her decease any money in the public 
funds or invested in the savings bank, or that she might be possessed of at 
the time of her decease, might be disposed of as follows—namely, £10 to 
each of six persons whom she Metis And the will proceeded, ‘‘ on the 
decease of the before-mentioned legatees or residuary legatees, their interest 
in this my last will shall become void, and the amount be equally divided 
among the surviving residuary legatees.’”” Fry, J., held that the effect of 
the latter clause was to make the six persons named residuary legatees, 
and that there was no intestacy.—Souicrrors, G. Walker ; John Fraser; 
Hare § Co. 





CASES BEFORE THE BANKRUPTCY REGISTRARS, 
(Before Mr. Recistrar Murray, sitting as Chief Judge.) 
Re Tom Batty. 


Liquidation petition—Landlord and tenant—Lodgers’ Goods Protec- 
tion Act—Injunction. 


Tom Batty, residing and carrying on business at 242, Brixton-road, 
Surrey, filed his petition for liquidation or composition with his creditors 
on the 3rd of March, 1883. On the 7th of March, 1883, one B. F. Weston 
distrained on the goods of the said Tom Batty on the premises aforesaid. 
On the 3rd of March one Scarlett was duly appointed receiver of the estate 
and effects of the liquidating debtor by order of the London Bankru 
Court, and he had on that day taken possession of the estate and effects of 
the said debtor. The receiver immediately gave notice to the said Weston 
that the goods distrained on were in his possession as receiver. The said 
Weston then announced his intention of proceeding with the said distress, 
and referred the said receiver to the London Bankruptcy Court. On the 
13th of March the receiver applied to Mr. Registrar Pepys, sitting as 
Chief Judge, for an injunction against the said Weston from p: iz 
with his distress. Mr. Registrar Pepys gave leave to serve short notice of 
motion before the registrar sitting as Chief Judge on the next day. On 
the case coming before Mr. Registrar Murray, in pursuance of the 
leave granted, and it appearing that the first meeting of creditors was 
appointed for the next day, the motion was adjourned on mutual under- 
takings by the said Weston and the receiver not to permit any interference 
with the said goods until the following Monday. When the adjourned 
motion came on to be heard on the 19th inst., 

Wyatt Hart urged, in support of the motion, that although, in a case of 
simple distress by a landlord in respect of his rent, the court would not 
interfere with his rights by injunction, yet, inasmuch as it appeared that 
the said Tom Batty was not lessee of or tenant to the said Weston, 
but only a lodger in the house of his father, R. Batty, that the provisions 
of the ’ Goods Protection Act (33 & 34 Vict. c. 79) applied, and 
a the court should exercise its power of restraint as against the said 

eston. 

Smallman (solicitor) replied that, in view of the decided cases, the court 
would not restrain a landlord from proceeding with a distress for rent 
accrued on and before commencement of bankruptcy or liquidation pro- 
ceedings, and that if the debtor and receiver had in this case any remedy 
whatever under the Lodgers’ Goods Protection Act, it was to apply to 4 

lice magistrate upon a declaration and inventory for an order on 

ndlord under section 1 of the said Act. 

Mr. ReetsTrar Murnray, sitting as Chief Judge, said, in giving judgment, 
that, upon the said Weston undertaking not to remove the goods dis- 
trained upon by him for a time sufficient to enable the debtor and receiver 
to apply to a police magistrate, under section 1 of the aforesaid Act, he 
should make no order on the motion for injunction aso costs or otherwise. 
He remarked that the debtor should have gone in the first place to 
the police magistrate, as directed by the Act. 

Solicitors, Z. A. Winn ; Smaliman. 








Sir R. Phillimore took his leave of the bar on the 2lst inst., when the 





Attorney-General addressed the retiring judge. 


testator, and a gift of ‘my real estate’ would pass it, io 





to use the section, 


ERTEERTEEG 








io 


a 


=> 


waz 


AOL AEM TY Sm ee EPEREESSREEES 









h 31, 1883. 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 365 





THE LATE MASTER OF THE ROLLS. OBITUARY. 


fas following further details as to the life of Sir George Jessel have 
in the obituary — in the journals, and have been sar MR, JOHN WORKMAN LAMB, 

other sources :—His father was Mr. Zadok Aaron Jessel, a Jewish |  yfr_ John Workman Lamb, solicitor (of the firm of Lamb & Brooks), of 
merchant, who lived in Savile-row. Zadok Jessel is said to have dealt largely | p.<ingstoke and Odiham, died at his residence at Worting, near Ba:ing- 
incoral and similar goods ; he bought land in the City ; and was able to pro- | .t3ke. on the 11th inst., from inflammation of the lungs, after only a week’s 
rie handsomely for his four surviving children, of whom the late Master of | jiness, Mr, Lamb was the son of Mr. George Lamb, solicitor, of Basing- 
the Rolls was the youngest. The Master of the Rolls, in his youth, was | stoke, and was born in 1833. He was admitted a solicitor in 1854, and 
educated by Mr. Neumegen, of Kew, who trained many of those of the he had ever since practised at Basingstoke, having also an office at Odi- 


using Jerish community who have since become most distinguished. ham. Since his father’s death he had been in partnership with Mr. 
O any We mentioned last week that Mr. Jessel, on being called to the bar, William Brooks. Mr. Lamb was a perpetual commissioner for Hamp- 


‘tion, took chambers on the ground-floor in Stone-buildings, which had been | 5:.. ; aive wel ios in the district, Ho had 
‘oft fp biely tenanted by Sir Charles Wetherell. His fellow-occupant is stated | jyit7,and Ne Mad an ee tof the Basingstoke County Court (Circuit 
tai, tohave been his friend Mr. G. T. Jenkins, afterwards his secretary, and No. 51), and he was also treasurer for the borough of Basingstoke. His 


here. wy a master of the Supreme Court of Judicature. ba firm were joint clerks to the magistrates and to the Commissioners of 
er.— Itis stated that during his two years’ occupancy of the post of Solicitor- | paxes for the Basingstoke Division of Hampshire. He had only recently 
General he contrived to earn at the rate of from £20,000 to £23,000 a year, | po6n gazetted as a captain in the Hants Yeomanry Cavalry. Mr. Lamb 

although on his entry into office the patent fees were taken away (not | ya, buried in Worting churchyard on the 17th inst. Upon taking his seat 
without a commutation allowance of less in amount) from the office which | ;,, the Basingstoke County Court on the morning of the 12th inst., Mr. 
had previously helped to enrich. : Leonard paid a warm tribute to Mr. Lamb’s personal character and_pro- 
con. . Robert Hunter, writing to the Times, says that the Epping Forest | ¢..<ional ability, and alluded to the efficiency with which he had always 
if ait occupied Sir George Jessel’s attention for twenty-two days—a length discharged his duties as registrar of the court. Mr. William Henry 


of time probably unparalleled in the annals of his court. The lords of | p. 3 "eae * : ith the observa- 
iblic yearly ascore of different manors were defendants, and about an equal Bayley, the deputy -registrer, expacessd Bis comeGrnenes Wa 


SOPRA DLLLES EEA ILE ELISA NOT AEN ENE AD 


4 number of counsel appeared on their behalf. The documents to be tions made by the learned judge. 
to considered reached back to the reign of King John, and filled several 
the bulky folio volumes ; and nearly 150 witnesses were examined in court. SIR CHARLES HERRIES. 
aol The judgment was, however—as usual with the Master of the Rolls—| gi» Charles John Herries, K.C.B., formerly chairman of the Board of ; 
¢ ddivered immediately on the conclusion of the argument, without a | yyjand Revenue, died at his residence, St. Julians Sevenoaks, on the Mth ; 
te moment’s hesitation or preparation, and was so firm in its tone and | int Sir ©. Herries was the son of the Right Hon. John Herries, M.P., : 
"7 uassailable in its reasoning that, notwithstanding the vast interests at | 1145 was successively Chancellor of the Exchequer and President of the : 
“ take, it put an end to all litigation on the main question of the right of | poord of Control. He was born in 1815, and he was educated at Eton and i 
thelords to enclose the forest, and virtually secured that splendid open | 5; Trinity College, Cambridge, where he graduated in the second class of | 
space to the inhabitants of the metropolis. It is a curious incident of the | ine Classical Tripos in 1837. He was called to the bar at the Inner Temple ' 
Shans comms Ye Neate at fst fo heron fhe ground tat | yin Term, 10, and about a Year ler he wan eppeaid a | 
: ; : 2 & | commissioner of Excise. He held that post till 1856, when he became : 
bee one grag bed ata of all parties that he allowed | qeputy-chairman of the Board of Inland Revenue, aS Be he was : 
- i ai ‘< > Was mpanion 
dsayoung man, Sir G. Jel tnvelled a good del, visting Constan- | 3ptsied chainaan of the sume body. “He was evita o teil Oanpanion 
ai = = a ee way) ae ag <3 vacation aunts 7 order in 1880, and in December of the same year, after nearly forty years’ 
paburg, with his iriend Vice-Chancellor Malins, or in the Tyrol. public service, he retired on a pension. Sir C. Herries had enjoyed the 
xd, But when he had fairly laid out his estate in Kent, it became his favourite | Confidence of many successive Chancellors of the Exchequer of both 


amusement in the holidays to spend his days there in harmless rural 
Ors pleasnres. He did not shoot or hunt, but would collect and classify fungi, 
would throw into the marking-out of a tennis-lawn the same close 


parties, and his valuable public services were, upon his retirement, 
recorded m a Treasury minute. About three years ago he published, in 





; saaeee th his ‘es nes ane a 
i attention to the matter in hand which was invaluable to him in deciding Seg wi his Necihee;  e  e 
i = The Saturday por nen = his study of botany, with a view to | — : 
‘ improvement of his garden, illustrates one of the many advantages of 
of Sites) activity in multiplying the enjoyments of lelswe. He prob- MR, HENRY JACKSON. 
id ably took little pleasure in any occupation where he -could not find some Mr. Henry Jackson, solicitor, town clerk of the borough of Chorley, 
? txetcise for his faculties. If he had lived, the satisfaction which he | died suddenly at his residence at that place on the 23rd inst. Mr. Jackson 
v4 would have derived from his grounds would have been proportionate to | was born in 1827. He was admitted a solicitor in 1850, having been 
thethought and trouble which they had cost him. He took pains to keep | articled to the late Mr. Trappes, of Chorley, and he had practised in that 
“a himself abreast of the discoveries of modern sciences, made a special | town for over thirty years, having by his ability and exertions secured a 
‘ joumey to Paris for the Electrical Exhibition, &c. In distributing prizes large and lucrative practice. He was a perpetual commissioner for Lan- 
: to some school children recently, near his country home, Sir G. Jessel | cashire, registrar of the Chorley County Court (Circuit No. 4), and clerk to 
i tetgetically preached the doctrine of hard work. His speeches at City | the Leyland Hundred Highway Board, and to the county magistrates. 
A dimers were often interesting. In London he rode in the park every day | He was clerk to the Chorley Improvement Commissioners from 1853 till 
. Msimmer ; in winter he was as constant in his afternoon’s attendance | the incorporation of the borough in 1881, when he was appointed town 
‘ itthe Athenzeum. clerk, and he filled that office till his death. He was in partnership with 
1 Inthe concerns of the University of London, of which he was Vice- | his son, Mr. Bertram Arthur Edward Jackson, who was tted a solicitor 
Chancellor, Sir George Jessel showed the greatest interest. He never | in 1876. Mr, Jackson was found dead on Good Friday. His sudden 
f says one writer, even after a long and fatiguing day in court, to | death has caused much regret in the neighbourhood. 
' tttend the meetings at which his presence was expected. To those who 
' ' with concern the efforts which he made to discharge his duties 
it was almost of painful interest to see how, when breathless and MR. MATTHEW FORTESCUE. 
‘ tthausted after ascending the stairs and then resting for a few minutes, Mr. Matthew Fortescue, judge of county courts, died at his residence, 
| his clear, bright intellect, and his power of guiding and controlling | Oak Park House, Dawlish, on the 27th mst., at the age of seventy-eight. 
| 


opinions, led to the settlement of troubles and questions which, in other | My. Fortescue was born in 1804. He practised for several years as a special 
hands, would have caused endless discussion. It is about a fortnight ago pleader below the bar, and he was called to the bar at the Inner Temple 
since he attended a meeting of the Brown Institute Committee in refer- in Hilary Term, 1839. He joined the Home Circuit, and, after eighteen 
te to the study and treatment of the diseases and injuries of animals, years’ practice, he was appointed in 1857, by Lord Cranworth, to the judge- 
id submitted a report on the subject, prepared by himself, which will ship of county courts for Circuit No. 58, which comprises Exeter, Stone- 
have a ent influence on the welfare and usefulness of the institu- house, and other towns in South Devonshire. . Fortescue was a 
tin. One of his colleagues, writing to us, remarks that upon questions magistrate for Devonshire, and he was for several years chairman of the 
= came up for discussion his information was as complete as if he had | Dart Salmon Fishery Board. His strength had been failing for several 


nothing to do but prepare for the meetings. months. 
eet a: Be leg at the cemetery of the United —_—_— 
e at Wi en. It was the most numerously attended of any VYNN 
legal itary’s funeral since the great gathering which followed to the MR. JOHN CROWTHER GV : a 
grave the late Sir Alexander Cockburn in the neighbouring burial-place |__Mr. John Crowther Gwynn, solicitor, of Bristol and Thornbury, died at 
& Kensal Green. It was attended by Mr. Justice Chitty, Mr. Justice | his residence, Owzleworth, Clifton, on the 15th inst. Mr. Gwynn was 


iy 


Mr. Justice Kay, and Mr. Justice Pearson; by the Solicitor- | admitted a solicitor in 1849, and he had practised for over years at 
on behalf of the Bar of England, and by Mr. Puabethe and | Bristol, having formerly been associated in partnership vrith Mr Frederick 
- Ward on behalf of the Chancery Ragintente. The Incorporated Law | Heygate Nunneley, and, more recently, with his son, Mr. ee sf 
9 was represented by Mr. F. H. Janson, Mr. H. Roscoe, and Mr. | Thomas Crowther Gwynn, who was admitted a solicitor in 1875. e 

in. also an office at Thornbury, where he was for many years the partner cf 
the late Mr. Richard Scarlett. Mr. Gwynn had been for several years 
superintendent registrar for the district of Bristol. He was a member of 
Lincoln’s-inn Chapel, which has been closed since August, 1881, will be | the old corporation of Thornbury, and he had filled the office of mayor of 

_ M-opened on the 8th of April. the borough. He leaves a widow and fourteen children, 
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LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION. 
Easter AnD Trryrry Course or Lecrvres, 1883. 
Prospectus of the Lectures of the Professors. 

The Professor of Roman Law will deliver, during the ensuing educa- 
tional term, a course of twelve lectures on ‘‘The Roman Law of Con- 
tracts, with Hlustrations from the English Law.’’ The first lecture of this 
course will be delivered on Tuesday, April 10, 1883, at 3 p.m., and the 
subsequent lectures on Fridays and Tuesdays at the same hour. 

Note.—The lectures in this subject will be suspended after Friday, 
April 27, and be resumed on Friday, May 25, at the usual hour. 


: Eaviry. 

The Professor of Equity will, during the ensuing educational term, 
deliver a course of twelve lectures on ‘“‘ The Law of Contract in Reference 
to Fraud.”’ The first lecture will be delivered on Monday, April 9, 1883, 
at 3.5 p.m., and the subsequent lectures at the same hour on Wednesdays 
and Mondays. 

Note.—The lectures in this subject will be suspended after Wednesday, 
April 25, and be resumed on Monday, May 28, at the usual hour. 


e Law or Rear anp Personat Prorerry. 

The Professor of the Law of Real and Personal Property will, during 
the ensuing educational term, deliver twelve lectures on the following 
subject :—“ The Law of Mortgage of Real and Personal Property.”” The 
first lecture will be delivered on Wednesday, April 11, 1883, at 4.15 p.m., 
and the subsequent lectures at the same hour on Fridays and Wednesdays. 

Note.—The lectures in this subject will be suspended after Friday, April 
27, and be resumed on Friday, May 25, at the usual hour. 


Common Law. 

The Professor of Common Law will, during the ensuing educational 
term, deliver twelve lectures on ‘‘The Law of Evidence.’’ The first lec- 
ture will be delivered on Monday, April 9, 1883, at 4.15 p.m., and the 
subsequent lectures at the same hour on Mondays and Thursdays. 

Note.—The lectures in this subject will be suspended after Thursday, 
April 26, and be resumed on Thursday, May 24, at the usual hour. 





LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 


March 13.—After the disposal of motions relating to the business of the 
society a debate took place on the question, ‘‘ Will the court aid an 
imperfect voluntary conveyance by construing it as a declaration of trust ?”’ 
which Mr. Ridge opened. Messrs. Lemon, Napier, King, Elmslie, 
Metcalfe, A. L. Ellis, Sprott, Devonshire, and G. B. Ellis also took part 
in the debate. The opener having replied, the question was negatived by 
a majority of three votes. 

March 20.—‘‘Should a Court of Criminal Appeal be constituted?” 
formed the subject for the society’s discussion this evening. Mr. Mills 
introduced the question, opening it in the affirmative. Messrs. T. W. 
Williams, A. Austin, Napier, H. 8. Metcalfe, and Elmslie supported the 
opener; while Messrs. Vaizey, T. W. Wright, Lithiby, and Kekewich (a 
visitor) advocated the negative. On a vote being taken there was a 
majority of six votes for the affirmative. 





UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


A meeting of this society was held on Wednesday evening, March 21, 
at Clement’s-inn Hall, Mr. T. Bateman Napier in the chair. The 
following motion was moved by Mr. Tillotson :—‘‘ That it is not desirable 
to abolish the action for breach of promise of marriage,’? which was 
—— by Messrs. Bull, Williams, Nelham, and Collyer, and opposed 
by Messrs. Ramsdale, Snell, C. D. Snell, and Templer. The opener then 
replied, and the motion, on being put to the meeting, was carried by a 
majority of two votes. A motion was unanimously carri2d expressing the 
deep regret of the society at the death of the Master of the Rolls. 





BRADFORD AND LEEDS LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETIES. 


A joint debate of these societies was held at Bradford on Monday, 
March 19, Mr. Lee being in the chair. The subject for discussion was the 
following motion: ‘‘ That it is e ient that the sale of intoxicating 
liquors in England should be totally prohibited on Sundays.’’ Mr. W. 
Moss and Mr. W. A. Pearson (of the Leeds Society) opened in favour of 
the affirmative, contending that such a measure would increase the wealth 
and raise the moral and social position of the nation, and secure to the 
community at large a fuller enjoyment of all the benefits to be derived 
from setting apart one day in the week as a time for relaxation and 
refreshment and cultivation of the higher nature of man. Mr. B. Newall 
and Mr. H. T. Wade, LL.B. (of the Bradford Society) argued very ‘ably 
and forcibly that it would work a great injustice in depriving the Silene 
of a vested interest without giving them any compensation, and in takin 
away from a working man the pores of getting a glass of beer on Sunday, 
and, at the same time, not ish enness, but cause a ter 
amount of illicit dri Messrs. C, A. Braine, W. Foster, H. P. Sug- 
den, J. Bointon, and F, Hall supported the affirmative, and Messrs. R. 
Wateon and A. V. Hammond the negative side, the debate being sustained 
with spirit, and many new and forcible arguments were adanced Messrs. 








Newall and Moss then replied for their respective sides, and on the chajy. 
man putting the motion to the meeting it was carried in the affirmative 

a large majority. A hearty vote of thanks to Mr. Lee for presiding wy 
carried by acclamation. 








LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Ernest James Witpe, solicitor (of the firm of Wilde, Berger, & 
Moore), of 21, College-hill, has been elected Solicitor to St. Bartholomey’s 


‘Hospital, on the resignation of his father, Mr. Charles Norris Wilde. Mp, 


E. J. Wilde was admitted a solicitor in 1874. 


Mr. Atnert Venn Dicey, barrister, Vinerian Professor of Common Lay 
in the University of Oxford, has received the honorary degree of LL), 
from the University of Glasgow. 


Mr. Wiri11am Henry Tuomrson, solicitor (of the firm of Warmington ¢ 
Thompson), of Dudley, has been appointed Secretary to the 
Chamber of Commerce. Mr. Thompson was admitted a solicitor in 
1881. 


Mr. Cuartes Osnorn Bramston Garr, solicitor, of Chelmsford, has 
been appointed by the high sheriff of Essex (Mr. John Oxley Parker) tobe 
Under-Sheriff of that county for the ensuing year. 


Mr. Horatio Hate Suepuarp, barrister, of Madras, has been appointed 
a Judge of the High Court of Judicature at Calcutta. Mr. Justice Shep. 
hard is a graduate of Balliol College, Oxford. He was called to the Dar 
at the Inner Temple in Michaelmas Term, 1867, and he was formerly a 
member of the Home Circuit. He has been for several years Government 
Pleader for the Madras Presidency. ; 


Mr. Arruvr Price Luewetxyn, solicitor, of 3, Furnival’s-inn, and of 
Tunstall and Hanley, has been appointed Clerk to the Tunstall Local 
Board, in succession to his partner, the late Mr. Henry William Ackil, 


Mr. Frepertcxk Rowxianp Roszerts, solicitor (of the firm of Roberts & 
Evans), of Aberystwith, has been appointed by the high sheriff of Cardi- 
ganshire (Mr. Thomas Henry Ricketts Winwood), to be Under-Sheriff of 
that county for the ensuing year. Mr. Roberts was admitted a solicitor in 
1839. He is clerk of the peace for Cardiganshire, and clerk to the Com- 
missioners of Taxes at Aberystwith. 


Mr. Epwarp Freenanp Fisuer, solicitor, of Melford and Clare, has 
been appointed by the high sheriff of Suffolk (Mr. John George Weller 
Poley) to be Under-Sheriff of that county for the ensuing year. Mfr. 
Fisher is clerk to the county magistrates and the Commissioners of Taxes 
at Melford. He was admitted a solicitor in 1848. 


Mr. Gzorcr Newrory, solicitor (of the firm of Taylor & Newbom), of 
Thorne and Epworth, has been appointed Registrar of the Thorne County 
Court (Circuit No. 18), in succession to Mr. Edward Nicholson, deceased. 
Mr. Newborn was admitted a solicitor in 1870. 


Mr. Epwarp Leapsrrrer, solicitor (of the firm of Leadbitter & Harvey), 
of Newcastle-upon-Tyne, has been penny by the high sheriff of 
Northumberland (Mr. George Dixon Atkinson Clark) to be Under-Sheriff 
of that county for the ensuing year. 


Mr. Davi Lone Price, solicitor, of Lampeter and Talley, has been 
appointed by the high sheriff of Carmarthenshire (Mr. John Peel) to be 
Under-Sheriff of that county for the ensuing year. Mr. Price was 
admitted a solicitor in 1855. He is registrar of the Lampeter County 
Court, and clerk to the county magistrates. 


Mr. Wi111am Hotz, solicitor and notary, of Yarmouth, has been elected 
President of the newly-formed Great Yarmouth Incorporated Law Society. 
Mr. Holt was admitted a solicitor in 1849. He is coroner and clerk to the 
magistrates for the borough of Yarmouth. 


Mr. Grorcr Percevat Wrarr, solicitor, of 28, Parliament-street, has 
been elected Coroner for the Camberwell Division of the County of Surtey. 
Mr. Wyatt is the son of Mr. Richard Henry Wyatt, solicitor, of 
the peace of Surrey. He was educated at Harrow, and he was admitted 
solicitor in 1875. 


Mr. Henry Apams Arkin, solicitor and notary, of Calcutta, has been 
appcinaee to officiate as Solicitor to the Government of India, during the 


absence of Mr. Robert Leycester Upton. 
Mr. Goprrey Ruopes, solicitor, of Halifax, has been a pointed Clerk 
to the Southowram Local Board. Mr. Rhodes was admitted a solicitor in 


1871. 


Mr. Joun Inouzny Jerrerson, solicitor, of Northallerton, 
appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme 
Judicature. 


Mr. Cuartes Joun Burr, Q.C., M.P., has begn appointed a Judge of 
the Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty Division, in succession to Sir Robert 
Joseph Phillimore, resigned. Mr. Justice Butt is the son of the Rev. Phelpes 
John Butt, and was born in 1830. He was called to the bar at Lincol’s- 


has been 
Court of 


& | inn in Michaelmas Term, 1854, and he became a Queen’s Counsel in 1868. 


He has practised on the Northern Circuit, and he has been M.P. for 


Southampton in the Liberal interest since April, 1880. Mr. Justice Butt 
is a bencher of Lincoln’s-inn. 

Mt. Epwanp Banwer Linvsert, solicitor (of the firm i Ha inf 
Lindsell), of Hitchin, has been appointed by the high sheriff of 


23. SBE 


eeu 


ee eee e268 EEeBSeeerdge BSaese S2BES .,.F FF 


eet mpeeows 


SESE Rg aR ap NE, Ne OME Ty 






Bee 


ae 
@ 


PRE §2<6 


— 


8 


BGs 


3 


v8 Be: 


a8 


2B 


the 


a8 


Sarena 


ee 





rch 31, 1883. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


= 











———— 
dire (Mr. Julius Alington) to be Under-Sheriff of that county for the 
suing year. Mr. Lindsell is a M.A. of Christ’s College, Cambridge, and 
’ was admitted a solicitor in 1871. 

Mr. Joun Laxe Braxranp, solicitor, of No. 2, Riches-court, Lime- 
drect, City, E.C., and South Croydon, has been appointed a Commissioner 
toadminister Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature. 





DISSOLUTION OF PARTNERSHIP, 
Francis Kearsry and James Hawes (Kearsey, Sons, & Hawes), solici- 


» tors, 35, Old Jewry. March 9. The business will be continued by the said 


James Hawes, [ Gazette, March 13.] 





THE RAILWAY COMMISSION.* 


Dec, 2, 13, 1882 ; Jan. 12, 1883.—Macfarlane v. North British Railway 
Company. 


 Pactice of Railway Commissioners in Scotch cases—TInspection of 


documents—Order 54 of Commissioners’ General Orders—36 & 37 
Vict. c. 48, s. 3, 


By section 3 of the Regulation of Railways Act, 1873 (36 & 37 Vict. c. 
4§), “the term ‘ superior court’ means in England any of her Majesty’s 
mperior courts at Westminster; in Ireland, any of her Majesty’s 
superior courtsin Dublin ; and in Scotland, the Court of Session.” 

By order 54 of the General Orders made under that Act it is provided 
that, ‘in any case not expressly provided for by this Act or by these 
orders, the general principles of practice in the superior courts may be 
adopted and applied at the discretion of the commissioners to proceed- 
ings before them,” 

Held, that in a case in which the residence of the parties is, or the cause 
‘of action has arisen, in Scotland, this order must be treated as if the 
words were ‘* the general principles of practice in the Court of Session,” 
ad that as to matters not expressly provided for in the orders (such as 
the delivery of interrogatories), this order gave the commissioners a 
discretion absolutely unfettered by any rule beyond this, that without 
special circumstances they would follow the procedure of the court whose 
jutisdiction would have existed but for the Regulation of Railways Act, 
1873, 

In a case where both parties resided in Scotland the commissioners 
oMered that the procedure on summonses for inspection and 
interrogatories should be similar to what it is in an action in the Court 
of Session. 

This was an application by a firm of ironfounders at Glasgow for an order 
enjoining the North British Railway Company to desist from giving an undue 
preference to other traders in the charges made for the carriage of their goods 
between Glasgow and London. 

On the answer being filed, the applicants, before delivering their reply, 
took ont summonses for discovery of documents, and for leave to deliver 
interrogatories. 


The registrar adjourned such summonses into court. 


R. 8. Wright (Webster Q.C., and Lumley Smith, Q.C., with him), appeared 
in support of the summonses. 


The Lord Advocate for Scotland, Mr. Pope, Q.C., and Mr. Ledgard, for the 
hiilway company. 


Sir F, Pest.—Thrse summonses are for an order upon the respondents to 
produce documenta and to answer interrogatories, and they are opposed on the 
ground that in aa action arising, asin the present case, in Scotland, our pro- 
tedure in points, as to which we have laid down no precise rules, ought to be 
governed by the practice of the Court of Session, under which practice, as 
appears from the authorities quoted by the learned Lord Advocate, such 
Motions or summonses as these would either not be gtanted af all, or not 
a = 8o early a stage in the action, 

@ Railway ‘'raffic Act, 1854, gave the jurisdiction In cases under it to a 
Separate court for each none ‘ it : I 
, the Common Pleas for England, and the supetior courts in Dublin for 
iodand, and it left the form of proceedings and matters touching practice to 

Tegulated in each country by the court on which it conferred jurisdiction 

“sach court might thiok fit, “Hence, between 1854 and 1873, in the applica- 


‘tion of the Act to Scotland, the procedure in cases under it was the ordinary 


‘established procedure of the Court of Session, Bat these different jurisdic- 
a are not now in operation, and the conrt instituted by the ation of 
Ways Act, 1873, to carry into effect the provisions both of that Act and 
earlier Act, is a general one for the whole of the United Kingdom, 


‘nd there is nothing in the Act isstituting the court to suggest that its pro- 


cedure should not be the same in sll portions of the United Kingdom. 
od provides that the court shall sit at such times, and in such places, 
oe conduct its proceedings in such manner as may seem to it most conve- 
nt for the speedy dispatch of business (section 27), and it also provides that 
court may from ” to time make such General Orders as may be requi- 


the 
site for the ings before it (section 29). We have acted 





tion 
mad this power, and it is put to us on behalf of the respondents that the 





* Repatid by W. H. Macnamara, Esq., Bartister-at-Law: 


It specified the Court of Session for Scot- } 


power, as exercised, though it makes our practice uniform in most respects, 
does not do so universally. One of the General Orders in force, No. 54, is as 
follows: ‘*In any case not expressly provided for by this Act or by 
these orders, the general principles of practice in the superior courts may be 
adopted and applied at the discretion of the commissioners to pro- 
ceedin before them.” Now, there is mo express provision ina 
the orders about the production of documents or examination on interroga- 
tories, and counsel for the respondents contend that, in the absence of such 
express provisions, the General Order quoted does nut enable us in a case, for 
instance, arising in Scotland to follow any practice other than that of the 
Court of Session, and that the discretionary power which the General Order 
seems to give us to adopt and apply of our own accord the ig gpa 
of practice in the superior courts must be read distributively, is only 
such a discretion as the superior court for England or Scotland or as 
the case might be, would have in actions belonging to its jurisdiction. But 
we think that the effect of the order is of a less restrictive than this, 
and that in those proceedings to which the order applies, the course to be taken 
is prescribed only to this extent, that they are to regulated in accordance 
with such general and fundamental principles of practice of any of the 
superior courts as may seem to us, to the best of cur judgment, to be the most 
suitable under the circumstances. 

The applicants in this case are ironfounders in Glasgow, and the respond. 
ents the North British Railway Company. Aa ordinary action between the 
same parties would go before the Court of Session, and it is at least not im- 
material to know how that court would deal with a motion or summons of the 
kind in question, The sammonses have been taken out, while the pleadings 
are still incomplete, and the general rule of the Court of Session appears to 
be against granting a motion for documents so long as the record is not 
closed. The court does not consider a suitor to have any right to see docu- 
ments that he may use them in making up or amending his grounds of action, 
while if he requires the documents for evidence, or in order to e matter 
in dispute, the court considers it premature for him to apply until the record 
is closed, As to interrogatories, we understand it to be the case that the 
Scotch procedure makes no provision for such a mode of proof, either before 
or after the record is closed, except where there is danger of evidence being 
lost, and the witnesses to be examined are persons who would not be able to 
attend at the trial. Here it is the general manager of the railway company 
whom it is proposed to examine upon interrogatories, and he is not a class of 
witness whom, according to Scotch practice, it would be com it to 
examine io this way. As already observed, in the present i the 
party suing and the party sued are both resident in Scotland, and it will, we 
think, be best that the procedare, so far as the points raised by sum- 
monses are concerned, should -be similar to what it is as te such points in an 
action in the Court of Session. In other words, we think it right to treat 
the granting of these summonses, at a time when the applicants have not yet 
put in their reply, as matter of indulgence, and not of right, and as requiring 
reasons to be given in support and cause shown why they should be granted. 
This the applicants have not done. The summonses have been unsu 
by any statement as to the grounds on which they are applied for, and we are 
not prepared to grant them. 

Mr. Commissioner MrtLer.—I entirely agree in the conclusions which have 
just been read, but as I have arrived at them by somewhat different steps, I 
am anxious in a case of this kind, that not only my acceptance of the judg- 


ment of the mejority of the court, but my own reason for concurring with it, 
should be definitely stated. Iconcurin the construction of the 54th rule, 


which was pressed upon us by the Lord Advocate. I think that the general 
principles of practice in the superior courts must be read with reference to the 
definition clause in the Act, and, therefore, in a case in which the residence 
of the parties is, or the cause of action has, arisen in Scotland, it must be 
treated as if the words were ‘‘ the general principles of practice in the 
Court of Session”; but then, when I come to the words, “may be adopted 
and applied,” I cannot accept the view which was pressed upon us by Mr. 
Pope, that it means you may adopt and apply those if 
but if you do not please to do that you cannot adopt any other. ; that 
the true meaning of the rule is this, that the rule points out the practice of 
the court which, but for the Act of 1873, would have had jurisdiction over 
the case, as the natural rule in every ordinary case ; but-that it leaves a dis- 
cretion in the commissioners to apply, if the circamstances of the case seem to 
require it, any rule which they may think just, whether derived from the 
practice of any other superior court, or derived from the practice of a court, 
in a superior court, or a new rule invented pro re nata, which they may con- 
sider the circumstances of the case may require; that, in other words, our dis 
cretion (of course, to be exercised like every other judicial discretion for 
reasons given and with reference to the case) is a discretion 
absolately unfettered by any rule ond this, that without 
special _ circumstances we will follow the rule of the court 
whose jurisdiction we are for the moment exercising, or 
whose jurisdiction would have existed but for our act; 
these circumstances, I think, a8 we ted out to 
during the argument, that it is the duty of the applicant, who desires us to 
apply any rule other than that belonging to the local court, if I may so term 
it, to lay a foundation for the motion by some special 
that the justice of the case would not be met by following the rule of the 
local court. As I think that has not been done in this case, the 
rule should apply, and we shall follow the rale of the Court of Session. 
Subsequently, the applicants, the penmees being closed, took out a summons 
for inspection of certain books and 


B 


its. 

The Commissioners made an order, following the ia the Court of 
Session, that exeerpts be taken ssi f entries in the railway 
company’s ing to the traffic mentioned in 

Solici for the applicants, Phelps; Sedgwick, & for McClure, 

| Naismith, & Co., Glasgow. 


Solicitors for the respondents, 17. .4. Loch, for W. W, Midar, Edinburgh. 
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NEW ORDERS, &c. 


THE SPRING ASSIZES. 


In pursuance of the Spring Assizes Act, 1879, an Order in Council has 
been issued, combining certain counties together for the purpose of hold- 
ing the ensuing Spring Assizes, whereby it is directed that Assize County 
No. 1 shall consist of the combined counties of Cumberland and West- 
moreland, and the assizes be held at Carlisle; No. 2 shall consist of the 
Northern and Salford divisions of the county of Lancaster, and the assizes 
held at Manchester ; No. 3 shall consist of the North and East Riding 
division and the West Riding division of the county of York and the 
county of the city of York, and the assizes at Leeds; No. 4 shall consist of 
the counties of Lincoln and Nottingham, and the assizes at Lincoln; No. 
5, of Derby, Leicester, and Rutland, and the assizes at Derby ; No. 6, of 
Northampton, Bedford, and Buckingham, and the assizes at Northamp- 
ton; No. 7, of Norfolk and Suffolk and the county of the city of Norwich, 
and the assizes at Ipswich ; Ry 8, of Huntingdon and Cambridge, and the 
assizes at Cambridge; No. 9, of the county of Herts, and so much of the 
county of Essex as is not within the Central Criminal Court district, and 
the assizes at Hertford; No. 10, of Sussex, the county of the city of 
Canterbury, and so much of the county of Kent as is not within the 
Central Criminal Court district, and the assizes at Lewes; No. 11, of 
Oxford and Berks, and the assizes at Reading; No. 12, of Worcester, 
Hereford, Monmouth, Gloucester, and the county of the city of Glouces- 
ter, and the assizes at "Worcester ; No. 13, of Salop and Stafford, and the 
assizes at Stafford; No. 14, of Southampton, Wilts, and Dorset, and the 
assizes at Wi inchester : No. 15, of Devon and Cornwall, and the assizes at 
Exeter ; No. 16, of Somerset and the county of the city of Bristol, and the 
assizes ‘at Taunton ; No. 17, of Montgomery, Merioneth, Carnarvon, 
Anglesea, Denbigh, and Flint, and the assizes at Carnarvon ; No. 18, of 
Glamorgan, Carmarthen, Pembroke, Haverfordwest, Cardigan, ’Brecknock, 
and Radnor, and the assizes at Swansea ; No. , of the county of 
Northumberland and the town and the county of Newcastle- on-Tyne, and 
the assizes at Newcastle. Separate commissions will be issued in respect 
of the West Derby Division of the county of Lancashire, the assizes for 
which will be held at Liverpool ; for the county of Durham, the assizes at 
Durliam; for Warwick county, the assizes to be at Warwick ; and for 
Chester county, the assizes to be at Chester. Prisoners only will be tried 
at these assizes, except in the cases of Manchester, Liverpool, and Leeds, 
at which three places civil business will also be taken. 








COMPANIES. 


WINDING-UP NOTICES. 
Joint Stock Compan 9g 
LIMITED IN CHANCER 
Divas Dov SLATE QUARRIES CoMPANY, LIMITED. 2 Chitty, J., aed fixed April 3 at 
11, at his net reeme for the appointment of an official liquidato 
GERO ATURAL WATER CoMPANy, LIMITED. ~ Petition for wind- 
ing up, presented Mar 19 directed to be heard before Bacon, V.C., on April 7. 
and Langdon, West st Finsbury circus, solicitors for the petitioner 
LONDON AND Provincia House, LAND. Mo’ ORTGAGE, AND INVESTMENT COMPANY, 
Lourep.—Fry, J., has fixed Wednesday, April 4 at 11, at his chambers, for the 
appointment gh an official li 
MIDLAND Frvrr VING a LowiTep.—By an order made by Kay, J., 
dated March 16, it was ordered that the company be wound up. Rogers, 
Leadenhall st, solicitor for the petitioners 
Roman GRAVELS BounDary Munina Company, Lim1tep.—Petition for winding 
up, presented March 16, d directed to be heard before Fry, J., on April6. Brook 
ant COLLIERY oro my oliitors for the ae ler mad by. Ka 
MPANY. —By an order le A 
eae t 16, it was ordered that the company be wound up. Day atid 
Reid, Pancras lane, agents for Close, Derby, citor for the Sao 
(Gazette, March 23 


ASHBURTON SILICATE OXIDE PaIntT e Compans, , LIMITED.—Petition for winding up, 
pretest March 16, directed to be weeny before Fry, J., on April 6. Summer- 
ys, Old Broad st, wr tres for the petitioner 
BORROWERS’ AID , LIMITED.—Chitty, J., has ap ye Md Tesndey, April 3 
at 11, at his chambers, for the me mg pes of an offi .-7- 
COMMERCIAL ADVERTISING CoMP LiMiTED. os or winting 








sented March directed to be Sel before Chitty, J., on April 14. Dutton, 
Churton om | * a for the petitioner 
Eecrric Licut ay ee .—Petition for winding up, presented March 
19, directed to be orekhe before Fry, J., on April 6. Cummins, Union ct, Old 
Howes Bie nie Hone Carrcen-Dy oh telat nod J..dated March 
, DAY, AND Hott, —By an order le 
17, it was ordered that the voluntary winding Up pote habe “Ridsdale an 
Gray’s inn sq, agents for Laycock and ng 2 pecenamenne and Chaiwies 
4 , solicitors for the petitione: 
Kixe’s Down Tix Mixe, Luirep.—Petition tor ¥ vin resented March 21, 
eg be heard before Kay, J., on April 6. Smii abe urch lane, solicitor 
Lowpon AND AGENCY CoMPANY, 


presented March 22, 
5 "Ola J Jewry chmbrs, 
y uired, on or before 
addresses, and the part of their debts or 
snd add Union Broad st. 
Serene ody ct, O) the dba and sina 
Gasette, Mar 





UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

ECKINGTON FREEHOLD Land Socrety.—Petition for up, pres 
16, directed to be heard before Chitty, J., on April 7. ‘and ( 
lane, agents for Alderson and Co, Eckington, solicitors for the Pet La 





CounTY PALATINE OF LANCASTER, 
UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 


First New Cross PERMANENT BENEFIT BUILDING SocreTy.—Creditors 
uired, on or before April 23, to ne their Lnornag he Pond a looney = 
doulars of their debts or claims, to John George 
chester. pis yp = bee lat 11, ‘is Fee Fe for ree en at adjudicating 
the debts and 


STANNARIES OF CORNWALL. 

LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Srnver Hitt Minna Company, Luwirep.—By an order made_by the 
Warten, dated March 17, it was ordered that the company be wound 
— yon — rey, Erato, agents for Peace and Bradley, Grocers’ Hal} 
citors for the oner 

3 (Gazette, Mar. 97} 

Frrenpiy Socretres ‘Pisciaved ‘ 


Lene FRIENDLY SocretTy, National School, Lianfacraith, Merioneth, 
24 
oe (Gazette, Mar, 2 








CREDITORS’ 


CREDITORS UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY, 
LAST DAY OF PROOF. 
Cuameem, JOHN by come 4, Old Ford, Poulterer. April 9. Chandlery 
Carpente: r, junr, mce Pountney lane, Cannon st 
KING, tapleton, Gloucester, Stone Mason. April 10. Jones v King, 


ansbrough, Bristol 
MONTEFIORE, SYDNEY BENJAMIN, St Stephen’s ribure et ona April 16. Silver 


CLAIMS. 


OHN, 


d C ontefiore, Chitty, J. Emanuel, Fins 
MoorE, JOHN, ishopsgate ™ Pianoforte Manwacturer. _ dae 16. Moore y 
Copp’ , Bry, J. Co , Godliman st, Doctors’ Comm 


‘hen, Monmouth, Manufac athovarer "ot Chemicals, April 

17. Bones Vv yo Kay, J Aa... *.- wport 

MEIKLE, THOMAS DEMPSTER, Great Ber phomtebeed, Herts, Chemist. April 10, 
Meikle v Morrison, Bacon, V.C. pt rninn Verulam 'pldgs, ray’s inn 

SmiTH, GEORGE, Everton, Liverpool, Esq. April 28. Stretton v Peddie, Fry, J, 


x )| 
Jones, Liverpoo (Gazette, March 16,] 


Avr 16. Garritt v Freeman, Dis- 
FREEMAN, JOHN, Pontefract, York, or. Apr 17. Freeman v Gott, 
. Foster and ay Pontefract 
Gy i. Bac > SPaaeon, Northamption. Apr 18. Garrett v Gar 
tt, Fry, J. Ww, rtham: 
7 DOCK, CATHERINE, ‘Brighton. "iar 26. Crookall v Carigan, Kay, J. Chad- 
wick, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 
Jom —_ Epwanp, West Derby, Draper. Apr 20. Jones v Jones, Bacon, 
Laponinee. WILLIAM ‘YY JOHNSON, Lewes, Sussex, Esq. Aprii. Unwiny 
n, Bacon, V.C. Yeates, Lincoln’s inn fields 
aaee, | mt, OFTE, age Wilts, Esq. Apr 14. Fuglistaller v Perry, Kay, d. 
co) % 
STRUTT rT, ISAAC, Great Yarmouth, Esq. Apr 20. Strutt v Vores, Chitty, J. Chit- 


hag rer > Linmrwes, Denbigh, Innkeeper, and RoBERT WILLIAMS, Lian- 
rwst, Tronfounder. May 1. Williams v Williams, Fry J. ane March 30.) 
Cogram, an rd, Peckham. May1. Cartwright v Cartwright, Kay, J. 
Ogway, mawoeh, Port Portsea, Hants, Draper. Apr 20. Stevens v Cowan, Chitty, 
Dusy, Roser, Felling, Durham, Grocer. Apr 20. Taylor v Dunn, Chitty, J. 
Fravay Tuomas WILLIAM, Bedford i row, Solicitor. Apr 30. Murray v Flavell, 


Wray, Grocers’ Hall ct, Poultry 
TER must ALLAWAY, ington, Hereford, Hotel Keeper. 


FREEMANTLE, EDMUND, Manchester, Dra) e 
trict Registrar, > Bradford. ay 


Apr 20. v Yeates. Chitty, A Cheese, 
one uous, Manchester: "A Apr 28. Schott v Grundy, Kay, J. Robinson, 
MEIKLE, W piiam Dapsreren, Great t Berkhampstead, Herts, ¢ Chemist. Apr 10. 
Meikle w ¥ aor Cc. qonees Vecninm bldgs, G 
Moneie, W, or eet ad Tottenham, Gent. Apr 6 forris v Sawyer, 
Fry, Davis, Socks, tilecea a 
PEARSE, THOMAS RICHARD, Fast Stonehouse, Devon, Accompinart. Apr 18. Three 
Towns aan Dompany, Limited, v Pearse, Bacon, V. Fox, Serle st, 
’s 
Rew x, Aci Ponteland, Northumberland. Apr30. Renton v Renton, Kay, 
. n-' 
wart, Newcastle-upon-Tyne CGasette, i 
AvsTIN, WILLIAM GOLDSWORTHY, Woodbury, Devon, Maltster. May 1. Collins 


GOLDSWo: 
v Peters ,J. Ford, Exeter 
iB, bon, ag Ph eg ef ag Merchant. Apr 27. Moigneaux v Cremer, 
Fry, briel, Lincoln’s 
, Fulstone, on Farmer. Apr 20, Maude v Maude, Chitty, 





ae lor, Holmf 
Mc. JOHN, rd, ondsey, Tanner. Ape 27. Norden v McRae, 
Kay, J. Allen and ree ola Jewry, 
‘Woop, Jou, King William st, Strand atch | Manufacturer. May 5. Upjohn 
v Wood, Fry, J. Nicholls, Lincol’s inn 


[ Gazette, March 27.) 


CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP, 35. 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 


Pats, Aum, Beth. May 30, Simmons and Co, Bath 
B AMES PHILIP rolv h , Inspector of Mines. April 4, 
FT  hbg ad ame a olverhampton, Stafford pril 





(Gazette, Mar, a) : 
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4 Moy, 16. Adam, Oakham 
-D. April 21. Vincent, Ryde 
Long Acre, Mineral Water Manufacturer. 


inn, e 
Kent, Dairyman. April}17. Fowler and Co, 
ven, GEORGE, Tenby, Pembroke, Esq. May 8. Stokes, Tenb 
tet, THA ‘Wimborne Minster, Dorset, Innkeeper. “April 10. Tanner, 
. , GEORGE, Silverhill, near Hastings, Sussex, Esq. Aprili17. Phillips and 
1 ae Glamorgan, Grocer. May 12. James and Co, 
fp, WLAN, Liverpool, Esq. April 30. Garrard and Co, Suffolk st, Pall 


samne WALKER, Manchester, Cotton Spinner. May 1. Wrigley and 


3 m 
fui, KaTE, New Windsor, Berks. April 16. Long and Co, Windsor 
Hult, THOMAS EDWARD, Villiers rd, Willesden Green June 7. Fisher, Doncaster 
fusteR, STEPHEN JOHN HATFEILD, Barracks, puny st, Lieutenant of Horse 
Guards. April16. Darley and Cumberland, John st, Bedford row 
iugray, RoGE, KErisox, Bath, Somerset, Esq. May 15. Williams and Co, 

8 e! 
Hooper, MarTHA, Hilperton, Wilts. May 1. Clark and Collins, Trowbridge 
HoowEs, JOHN, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Miller. April 4. Walker, Wolver- 


son, MARY JANE, Bournemouth, Hants. April 20. Slaughter and Colegrave 
sfeld st, Portland place ¥ ie — 
Jonsson, ELIZABETH, York. April 2. Gardiner and Jeffery, Bradford 

Jomxson, WILLIAM, Waterfoot, near Manchester, Mineral Water Manufacturer. 
April 6. Knowles and Thompson, Newchurch-in-Rossendale 

i, JoHN, Milton rd, South Hornsey. June 13. Pollock and Co, Lincoln’sinn 


Kesey, Epwarp, Colten, Lancaster, Agricultural Labourer. April 16. Butler, 
Broughton-in-Furness 

LIEWELLYN, JANE, Cefn-Coed, Brecon. May 8. James and Co, Merthyr Tydfil 
lioyD, GEORGE, Liverpool, Outfitter. May 14. Smith and Son, Liverpool 

MACKEN, — Sunninghill, Berks, Tailor. April 21. Richards, Warwick st, 


Regent 8 
MoCaBE, JOHN, Savery va, Islington, Pensioner Ordnance Survey. Mar 31. 
LE Gussaue Huston, Uheties ot, Betkel Esq. April 14. Du 
sgRAVE, CHARLES BUXTON, Charles st, Berkeley sq, : il 14. nning, 

Peon st, Westminster Primes 9 . 

Wr11aM, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Quarryman. 

Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
PuRCHASE, FREDERICK WILLIAM, Bath, Auctioneer. May14. Wilton, Bath é 
i Bideford, Devon, Gent. May 15. Wedlake and Letts, Serjeants 
ple 
Roser, GRIFFITH, Swansea, Gipmoren; Mariner. April13. James, Swansea 
Rusnout, Lady IE ALICE, Great Marlow, Bucks. June 1. Sewell, Cirencester 
Rycrort, THoMAS Harrison, Timperley, Chester, Merchant. April 21. Taylor 
and Co, Manchester 
§ WOOLER, Batley, York, Gent. May1. Brown, Dewsbury 
Sura, JosePH, Nottingham, Miller. April 21. Hunt and Wi s, Nottingham 
Stgetz, SOPHIA ANN, Bath. April 30. ilton, Bath 
West, ROBERT JOHN, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Grocer: May12. Haile, Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne 
Wisoy, , Albert terrace, Regent’s park. May 1. Taylor and Co, Great 
James st, Bedford row : 3 ’ 
(Gazette, Mar. 16.} 


Mar 26. Stanton and 


Bagtine, CAROLINE, Lynsted, Kent. Junei. Wightwick and Co, Canterbury 
BARRACLOUGH, WHuILLIAM, Waterloo, Lancaster, Carriers’ Manager. May 1. 


(igMENT, GEORGE, Silverhill, nr Hastings, Esq. Apr 17. Phillips and Cheese- 


man, 
Cun, Saat YELLAND, Chudleigh Knighton, Devon. May 1. 
, Teignmouth 


Tozer and 





ae Mary Easy, Tonbridge Wells, Kent. Apr5. Bogue, Lincoln’s inn 

Dioxson, Saran, Alnwick, Northumberland. Apr 30. Dees and Thompson, 

Newcastle upon Tyne 

ae, Sans, Alnwick, Northumberland. Apr 30. Dees and Thompson, 
le upon e 

FIELDING, Ewoct, Stansfield, Halifax, Patentee. Apri4. Craven, Todmorden 

Pinta, JonN, Halifax, Gent. Apr2. Emmet and Walker, Halifax 

Fowtgr, 8. Paviour. May1. Barker, 


AMUEL, Leeds 
nee, Ewa Sopuia, rham, York. Apr 20. Oxley and Coward, Rother- 
Gaist, Jou, Albion rd, Dalston, out of business. May 31. Cox, Salter’s Hall ct, 
Huan, JANE, Southampton st, Camberwell. May 9. Baileys and Co, Berners 


Jonson, Exizapetu, York. Apr 2. Gardiner and Jeffery, Bradford 
laxpgr, Mary ANNE, Rusholme, nr Manchester. May 21. Sale and Co, Man- 


chester 
Any, Gloucester. age 10. Dalton and Co, Cardiff 
Ayn, Bath. June1. Stone and Co, Bath 
W: han, Carmarthen, Esq. Apr 20. 


ILLIAM, . 

and Browne, Carmarthen 

casas Boxtox, Charles st, Berkeley sq, Esq. Apri14. Dunning, 
estminster 

ant, Right Bev, ALFRED, D.D., Bishop of Llandaff. May 10. Dunning, 
inster 

® pley Stoke, Bradford, Wilts. June1. Stone and 


Pemaaurr =, JaMEs HENRY, Brockley, Kent, Librarian. Apr5. Bogue, Lincoln’s 
Roose, Saran, Liverpool. M 
SKELTON, “Shefiield, € 


CHARLES, 
Smita 





1. Bremner and Co, Live N 
ontractor. June 30. Broomhead and Co, Sheffield 


une 
Needlehouse, Westmoreland, Farmer. Apr 27. Dixon, 
(Gazette, Mar. 20.] 








The Pall Mall Gazette says that it is a remarkable and almost startling 
fact that, with the exception of Vice-Chancellor Bacon, and three of his 
es in the other divisions—Sir James Hannen, Mr. Justice 

ustice Denman—all her Majesty’s judges [of the 
ttle more than 





COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Rota or REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Co Mr. Justice 
Date. pane ag ¥. 0. Bacon. Far. 
Monday, April ......00.. 2 Mr. Ward Mr. Jackson Mr. 
Te 3 Pemberton Cobby a 
Wednesday....ccccsesees 4 Ward Jackson = 
Thursday ..scccce-soee 5 Pemberton Cobby 
Pe vcnavcocssceeccess © Ward Jackson Beg 
Saturday... caceccceccoece 7 Pemberton Cobby 
Mr, Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Monday, April 2 Mr. Farrer Mr. Clowes hy 
Taoeday sssesece coeeeee 3 "Teeedale “Koo ; 
Ce vereresesece arrer 
Thareda grcnaenes 5 Teesdale «Kan Lavie 
Cececoveceecearess arrer owes Carrington 
eecccccseesecces 2 Teesdale oe Lavie 


QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION, 


The following will be the arrangements for the sittings of the Queen’s 
Bench Division during the ensuing Easter sittings which commence on 
Tuesday next, April 4—viz. :—Three courts will sit in Bane daily, the first 
of which will be formed of Justices Grove, Stephen, and Day ; the second 
will consist of Justices Denman, Field, and Hawkins; and the third of 
Justices Williams and Mathew. Six courts will sit daily for the trial of 
special and common jury actions, which will be heard by Lord Chief 
Justice Coleridge, Pollock, B., Huddleston, B., and Lopes, Cave, and 
North, JJ. 


THE PROBATE AND DIVORCE DIVISION. 


The following will be the arrangements for proceeding with the trial of 
probate and divorce causes during the next Easter sittings, viz. :—Special 
jury causes will be taken on Wednesday, April 4, and following days—(1), 

robate ; (2), matrimonial. Causes for hearing before the court itself will 
taken after the special jury cases in the following order :—Probate, 
first ; defended matrimonial cases, second; and undefended matrimonial 
cases, third. Common jury cases will be proceeded with on Wednesday, 
May 2, and following days, probate cases being taken first and matrimonial 
cases afterwards. Summonses will be heard in chambers at 10.30, and 
motions in court at 12 o’clock on Tuesday, April 3, and on each succeeding 
Tuesday during the sittings. All papers for motions on Tuesday, April 3, 
must be left with the Clerk of the Papers in the Probate Registry at 
Somerset House, or with the chief clerk of the Divorce Registry at the 
same place before 2 o’clock on Wednesday, March 28, and for motions on 
subsequent Tuesdays before 2 o’clock on the preceding Thursday. 





At the close of the ordinary business at the Tees Conservancy Com- 
missioners’ meeting on the 10th inst., Mr. Isaac Wilson, M.P., presiding, 
the chairman said that before the members separated he wished Mr. 
Dodds, M.P., to accept a slight token of their high esteem and regard on 
the twenty-fifth anniversary of his appointment to the office of chief 
clerk. It was on the lst of March, 1858, that Mr. Dodds entered upon the 
duties of the office, and every gentleman who had sat upon the board 
since that time could conscientiously ify to the unflagging zeal, the 
great ability, courtesy, and tact with which their chief clerk had 
discharged the onerous duties of his important appointment. The position 
which Mr. Dodds occupied in the district, his intimate connection with 
its principal affairs, and the influence which he was able to bring to bear 
upon the officials of the Government in his negotiations on behalf of the 
commissioners, were all things that made him of invaluable assistance 
to the board, and it was, therefore, with peculiar pleasure that he now 
asked Mr. Dodds to accept a silver salver, to the purchase of which every 
commissioner had contributed, as a slight token of the sincere esteem 
and regard in which he was held by the board. The chairman then 
handed to Mr. Dodds a handsome silver salver bearing in the centre the 
following inscription :—‘‘ Presented by the Tees Conservancy Commis- 
sioners, March 5, 1883, to Joseph Dodds Esq., M.P., on the occasion of 
the twenty-fifth anniversary of his appointment to the office of chief 
clerk.”’ . Dodds, in acknowledging the gift, said in the course of 
his long public life he had not unfrequently found occasions when it was 
very difficult to express the feelings he entertained, but on no occasion 
had he felt greater difficulty than he did at the t moment. He 
accepted this most unexpected tribute in the spirit in which it was 
offered by the whole of the commissioners, and assure them that he 
should not value it by the sum it represented in solid silver, but as 
something very much more precious—as an indication of the goodwill of the 
members and of their appreciation of the services he had rendered over a 
period of five-and-twenty years. 
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RECENT SALES, 

At the Stock and Share Auction and Advance Company’s (Limited) sale, 
held at their sale-room, Crown-court, Old Broad-strect, E.C., on the 29th 
inst., the following were among the prices obtained: —West African Gold 
Field, 6s. ; Jablochkoff Electric Light, £3 10s. paid, 22s. 6d.; National 
Standard Land, Mortgage, and Investment £10 shares, £2 paid, 30s. ; 
National Liberal Land £5 shares, £2 paid, £2 10s, ; Rio Grande do Sul 
(Brazil) Gold Mine ‘‘A” shares, 2s.; State of Alabama Bonds, 2 per 
cent. ; State of North Carolina Bonds, 2 per cent.; State of Louisiana 
Bonds, 2 per cent. ; State of Georgia Bonds, 2 per cent. ; Mexican Ordi- 
nary 264 Callao Bis, 17s. ; Duplex Electric Light, Power, and Storage, £1 
fully paid, 15s.; and other miscellaneous securities fetched fair prices. 








SALES OF THE ENSUING WEEK. 


April 3.—Messrs. FAREBROTHER, ELLIs, CLARK, & Co., at the Mart, at 2 p.m., 
aaa Property (see advertisement, March 3, p. 306). 
April 6.—Messrs. HENDRIKs & SMITH, at Birmingham, at 7 p.m., Reversionary 
nterests (see advertisement, this week, p. 4). 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


RTH, 
Earte.—Mar. 24, at 34, Fellows-road, pratt Hampstead, the wife of T. H. Earle, 
barrister-at-law, of a son. DEATH. 


Baritow.—Mar. 22, at 5, Douglas-road, Canonbury, N., Francis Barlow, of the 
Principal Registry, Probate Division of H.M. High Court of Justice, aged 67. 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


Bankrupts. 
Fripay, March 23, 1883. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 

To Surrender in London. 

Bees erie, Francis Kenelm, Ladbroke grove rd, Notting Hill. Pet Mar20. Murray. 
or 6 at 11,30 

Waite, Charles, jun, Golden sq, Woollen Merchant. Motion Feb 22. Pepys 

‘o Surrender in the Country. 

. Pet Mari7. Young. Hastin s, Apr 7 at 11 

tafford, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet far 19. Clarke, Wal- 


Ruston. Brentford, Apr 10 at3 

Jane, Matthew Goss, St Blazey. , Cornwall, Travelling Draper. Pet Mar 21. Chil- 
cott. Truro, Apr 7 at 11.30 
N —_ goes Francis, Worcester, Innkeeper. Pet Mar 19. Beale. Worcester, 
pr 5 at 12 
Nutt, Henry George, Manchester. Pet Mar19. Lister. Manchester, Apr 9 at 12 
Peart, William, , Festiniog, Merioneth, Grocer. Pet Mar 21. Jones. “Bangor, 
r 9 a’ 


Gairdner, Mary, Hastin; 

Glover, John, hina 
sall, Apr4a 

Hubba: T Robert Richard, Acton. Pet Mar 20. 


Taylor, William Riley, Bilston, Stafford, Licensed Victualler. Pet Mar 20. 
ders. Wolverham pe Apr 12 at 12 
Trampleasure, Reginalc ., Liverpool, Accountant. Pet Mar 19. Cooper. 


LarRONS rT wr 4 at 12 
Vaughan, William Gwynne, Cynghordy, Llanfairarybryn, Carmarthen, Esq. 

Pet Mar 19. Lloyd. Carmarthen, Apr 3 at 12 

SDAY, March 27, 1883, 
Under the Bankruptcy "Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in the Country. 

Peacock, William Harrison, Barnsley, York, Solicitor. Pet Mar 21. Bury. 

Barnsley, Apr 11 at 2.30 
Williams, Bennett, and Henry ahem, St Agnes, Cornwall, Grocers. Pet Mar 
24. Chilcott. aro, Apr7 at 1 
Wrigley, Edmund, and John Renton, Rochdale, Booksellers. Pet Mar 21. 
Tweedale. Ol dham, Apr 18 at 


BANKRUPTCIES AN SOLLED, 
TUESDAY, March 27. 
Whittaker, Jackson, and Richard Henry Whittaker, Brothertoft, Lincoln, 
Farmers. Mar 22 
Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MERCINGS OF CREDITORS. 
IDAY, March 23, 1883. 
Adams, Robert Richard Dolbey. » Clydesdale rd, Kensington, Tutor. Apr 18 at 2 
at office of meeund, Furnival’s inn 
dams, Walte: , Stockton-on-Tees, Auctioneer. Apr 3 at 11 at office of Dodds 
and Co, Fi > st, Stockton-on-Tees 
Astridge, ‘William, Freshwater, Hants, Grocer. Apr 4 at 3 at office of Edmonds 
and Co, Holyrood st, Newport. Damant, West Cowes 
Bartlett, Harriett, Euston te “4 Pancras, “architecture Modeller, Apr 4 at3 at 
office of Hicks, Chancery 
PBeschelor, Thomas, Cae . Market Gardencr. Apr7at3at Green Dragon, 
High st, Croydon. Dennis, "Oroy 
sem Thomas, Louth, Lincoln, TG ont Merchant. Apr 6 at 11 at office of Lucas, 
Hinton’s yd, Lonth 








Beni Sandmere rd, Clapham, Builder. Apr 6 at 1 at office of Hogan 
and Hughes, Martin’s lane, Cannon st 
Blackwell, James, aepenener, Suualiwere Dealer. Apr 4 at 3 at office of Cobbett 
Binck veh, Walter Thomas the ‘in kley, Lei i M 
kwel omas, ckle cester, Hosie: anufacturer. Apr 4 
at 12 at office of Haxby and Partridg , Belvoir st, poy " 


Bothamley, Edmund ittington, Peterborough, Cowkeeper. Apr 5 at 12 at 

Bowler, Bredextck Anetin, ax ‘witlan terborously Hi 
° ti , 

A r 9 at 2 at Inns of Court Hote Hote Aug us'Jones, Piccadilly, Jewellers, 


May 
, Old by St eres 
"Age 13 at 11 at office of Chalk, Fi aa "Looking Glass Manufacturer. 


Bright, Eliza Maria, and Thomas Smith ht, Carmarthe vanes 
Apr 3 at 3,30 at the Guildhall, © en, in lieu of the pi 


named 
Brown. Jacques, 8; 1, Kentish T . 
at oftice of Elarrioms and Co, annon § st00r and W: 


ht. Apr 12 at 12 
annon st. Watson , Leadenhall st 













Robert White, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, General_Dealer. 
7 of Hoyle, Westgate rd, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Brown, Ne 


Tyne 
Butcher. Worthington, Acacia pl, Aoatie Pe St John’s Wood, B 
Apr 17 at 8 at office of Peckham and Co,’ Knigh der st, Doctors’ Commg 
Caddick, John, Ditchling, Sussex, Stock ie ere at11 at office o 
Duke st, Brighton 
Carter, Sauee ongine, | St James’ walk, Clerkenwell 
man. t no oft ce of p teawbowggg 4: Great James st, 
Oneten, Souk, Grocer. Apr 9 at 8 at office of Simpson, Albion. 
Leeds 


Challis, James, and Charles Ebenezer Challis, Bushbersy F rd, Homerton, 
facturers of Bicyle Bells. Apr 2 at 11 at office of Norris, Gray’s inn ee 
Childs, Henry Horatio, mp pe nr Abingdon Clerk in Holy Orders. 


mt a as 


3 at offices of Challenor anc Son, 
Chubb, James Richmond, Albion rd, I 
of Bryant, Philpot lane 
eorge, Dewsbury, York, Saddler. Apr 6 at3 at office of Stapleton, Vain 





> spay 

st aH 

Clissold, » Siiloon sh st, Dosaes b 8d, Farrier. Mar 31 at 2 at 270, High Holbom, 

Knight, Qu us ality ct, Chan octy Jen 
Con deg nd Dur pexsader, | C sham, Surrey, Corn Merchant. Apr 2 at 2at office 
0 T an cery 

oes 2 roy © Bioniehean Boot Dealer. Apr 9 at3 at office of Philips 

ennett’s 


Birming ; 

Crane, Alfred. Alfred, St John st rd, Clerkenwell. Apr 6 at 12 at office of Josolyne ani 
Cumin Kin Robert ‘Cheapside ; Rooks 

Henry, Lostwithiel, Cornwall, Ironmonger. Apr 5 at 2 at 3, 
ustell. Coode and Co, St Austell 

Deion David, ‘Carmarthen Tailor. Apr 3 at 1.30 at the Grand Hotel, Broad st, 
Bristol. orris, Carmarthe 

Davies, Robert, Middlesboroush, York, Baker. Apr4at 11 at office of Jacksm 
and a Jeckacn, Albert rd. esborough 

Dockree, Thomas, London song x nr te Albans, Wheelwright. Apr 4 at 1 a 
George Hotel, St Al Ss Albans 

Dolman, Moses, Wabai Licensed Victualler. Apr 11 at 11 at office of Marlow and 
Co, Bridge st, Walsall 

Dowle, Joshua William, Bridge st, Mile End, Dairyman. Apr 6 at 12 at office of 

Jeram and To opham. ~t ham, Railway a, proach, London Brid: 


Duke, Richard Oxfore rd, Islington, Carman. far 30 at 1 at office of Hol. 
royde, Cee lane 
Edwards, John, idetord, Gardener. Apr 5 at 12 at office of Rooker and Bazeley, 


Bridgeland st, Bideford 
Farmer, Walter, Tenbury, Worcester, Coal Merchant. Apr 5 at 12.30 at office of 
Miller and Corbet, Church st, Kidderminster 
Felton, William, Wolverhampton, Flour Dealer. Apr 4 at 3 at office of Rhodes, 
Queen st, Wolverhampton 
Figthonse Joseph, Sa ames Carver. Apr 5 at 11 at office of Smith and Co, 
erry § 
Fletcher, aiming Sheffield, Builder. Apr 7 at 12 at Law Society, Hoole’s chbrs, 
Bank st, Sheffield. Fernell, Sheffield 
Ford, Benjamin Samuel, Lower Gornal, peices, Grocer. Apr 4 at 12 at Swan 
Hotel, Dudley. Gould and Elcock, Stourbrid ge 
pomee John, Holme upon Spalding ‘Moor, York, Corn Merchant. Mar 31 at Sat 
bert Hotel, Selby. Wright 


Franklin, J oshua, Saundridge, Hertford, of no occupation. Apr 2 at 3at Queen's 
Hotel, St Albans. Holland, Union ct, ‘Old Broad st 

Gibbs, ‘William Eastbourne, Grocer. Apr 5 at 2 at Guildhall Tavern, Gresham 

st. Hillman, Eastbourne 
Gece, Joseph, » Ten, out of business. Apr 4 at 2 at Queen’s Hotel, Welling- 
on st, ey 

Gibson, William Evans, ‘he Lincoln, Draper. Apr 10 at lat § 
Gainsborough. Sharp, , ve orth ° , pring eae 

Goddard, Davidson, Hae rd, Penge, Draper. Apr 11 at 2 at Guildhall Tavem, 
Gresham st. Tarn, Philpot dane, ¥ Eastcheap 

Gradwell, James, Wes ter bridge rd, Commission Agent, Mar 31 at ii at 
office of Holmes, Finsbury og ie Loe — and Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Green, Henry Thomas, Bristol ar 29 at 12 at office of Andrews, 
Nicholas st, Bristol. i. Wcceey, \ ria a 

Guggenheim, Jules Nicholas, Oxford, Photographer. 
market st, Oxford. Mallam, Oxf ord 

Hammond, William Bennett, Buckhurst hill, Essex, Miller, Apr 9 at 3 at office 
of Godwin, North bldgs, Finsbury. Derry, Gt Winchester st 

Harris, J seph, Oswestry, Salop, Contractor. Apr 5 at 2 at Wynnstay Arms 
Hotel, Hig st, Wrexham. utsey, Shrewsbury 

Harvey, Benjamin Rose, Swansea, Wine Mer “mo Apr 9 at 8 at office of Wood- 


w , Win st, Swansea 
Hathaway, Is Isaac, Watlington, Oxford, Baker. Apr 12 at 12 at office of Jones, 


Hince, Thomas He Queen Margaret’s Grove, Mildmay park, Carpenter. Apr 
4 at 2 at office of ree and Co, Great James st, B Redicd row ‘ 
Hipwell, John Thomas, Chessington, nr Surbiton, Surrey, Steno Plough Pro- 


Apr 10 at3at 54, Com-, 


Boies Apr 10 at 8 at office of Mason, Gresham st 
John Samuel, and Charles Alexander Clarke, Hop Exchan: , Soothes 
st, olase, J Merchants. Apr 16 at 3 at office of Coe and Co, Imperial b! dgs, Ludgate 


circus 

Hodgson, John Ambrose, York, Tailor. Apr 4 at 3 at office of Waddington, 
Btonegate, York 

Hudson, Albert, Verney rd, Rotherhithe New rd, out of business. Apr Sabdat 
%; anes st, Cheapside, Bassett, Angel ct, City 

Ingham, E is, Halifax, York, Grocer. Apr 4 ‘a 11 at office of Foster and Co, 
yen, Fes chbrs, Halifax 

Jarritt, George Tolbutt, Bristol, Clerk. Apr 6 at 12 at office of Tribe and Co, 
Albion bes, Bristol. Fussell and Co, Bristol 

Jeanes, Mi Aberdare, Glamorgan, Dealer in Berlin Wools, Apr 10 at Sat 
office of Gery. High st. ‘Aberdare 

King, a Eaward, iverton, Devon, Tobacconist. Apr 9 at 11 at office of 
Partri ockram, Market chbrs, Tiverton 

Koelbel, atl E © Bp Julius, West Bromwich, Colliery Proprietor. Apr 6ati 
at office of Jackson and Sharpe, High st, West Bromwich 

Lawrence, He: , Atherstone, Warwick » Chemist. Apr Sat 11 ab office 
of Price and Co, Paradise st, } Birmingha 

Leclair, Bernard, Cale Caledonian , falington, Baker. Apr 12 at 8 at office of Boydell 

ou’ tay’s inn 
Mabe, William, Swansea, Butcher. Mar 30 at 2 at office of Jellicoe, Prospect ph 
wansea 


Marsden, George William, and Henry Bann Stockport, Coal Merchants. Apr!? 
at 3 at t office of adie an and Elliott, ‘ountain st, Manchester 

Marahma nan. Joseph, Trowbridge, Grocer. Apr 9 ati at office of Bush, Conigre, 

wri 

Mattocks, Charles Reynolds, Coventry, out of business, Apr7at 11 at office of 
Hughes an and denege vt Little Park st, Wisahrematd at 

Melto: Southampton s Camberwell, Tin Plate Worker. Mar 31 
ti atid, Bt Benet’s pl, Gravechure ot 
errell, Walter, Edward st, be rd, Lambeth, Tin Plate Worker. Apr 2at? 
office of Robinson, Ipot lane 








Beko Ashleigh Park etstone, Clerk 18.at 
12 at ottice of Lawran: chip 6 ™ a 


wrance og Co, Old Jewry chbrs 


en, Stationer’ a 
edford row Z Sundty. ; 


m, Dairyman. Apr 2 at 3 at oes 


Cambridge, Grocer. Apr 4 at 3at Green Dragon Int, 


ee ee 8 


mn ws «ff 


ti >, Sia, , “nium, alia 
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‘ohn Barnett, St Julian’s rd, Willesden, Gent. Apr 4 at 2 at office of 
wyfus, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Pi 0 Charles Henry, soars, Stationer. Apr 5atilat office of Beverley 


0: 

4 yer Merchant, Apr 5 at3at18, Wardwick, Derby. 
~. Thomas, Bath rd, Hounslow, Builder. Apr 4 at 3 at office of Howard, 

MS ham ton bldgs, Chancery lane . 

N john, Regeton-anen- Eat Shipbuilder. Mar 30 at 3 at office of Ayre, 





































\Ibion gf, chbrs, Kingston-upon-Hi 
Jue St Albans, Hertford, Grocer. Apr 2 at 12 at 6, Arthur st East, 
me Mam. We e oer Toens Y 
i ; ‘ames, Sheffield, Electro Plate Manufacturer. Apr 9 at 12 at office of 
Pr ia Mercer and Alderson, Bank st, Sheffield 
at Offices “ Darlington, Durham, Fruiterer. Apr 6 at 11 at office of Barron, 
on, Union Coal Merchant. Apr 4at 12 at office of 
Holbom, : Laundryman, Apr 11 at 3 at office of 
2 at fice Apr 5 at 4 at the Terminus 
Philips, ant ; , . Apr 10 at 12 at offices of 
lyne and , Accrington, Lancaster, Painter. Apr 10 at 2 at the 
yard, Victoria st, Manchester, Haworth and Brough- 
t 2 at 
sh Charles, Grosvenor Market, Grosvenor sq, Dyer. Apr 10 at 3 at offices of 
Broad st, Raine bold and Chatfield, Conduit st, Regent st. Lomax, Haymarket 
, William George, Birmingham, Tallow Chandler. Apr 5 at 3 at offices 
Tackson ues, Temple row, 
shaw, Alexander, Silverdale, Stafford, Miner. Mar 31 at 11 at offices of James, 
at 12 at e-under-Lyme 
Shaw, James, Thomas Edward Ainley, and Humphrey Ainley, Longwood, nr 
‘low and eld, Woollen Manufacturers. Apr 4 at 3 at oftices of Ramsden and 
Co, Westgate, Huddersfield 
office of Shayler, James, Hoylake, Chester, Draper. Apr 12 at 11 at offices of Beakley and 
: Downham, Hamilton sq, Birkenhead 
> of Hol Shrimpton, William, Great Winchester st buildings, Colonial Merchant. June 
#3 at the Cannon st Hotel, in lieu of the place originally named 
Bazeley, , Andrew, Egham, Surrey: Builer. Apr 5 at 12 at office of Knight, 
Devonshire chbrs, Bishopsgate st Without. Hoyle, Throgmorton st 
office of Soane, Henry ¥ on, Pocklin gton, York, Grocer. Apr 11 at 11 at office of Powell 
ocklington é 
Rhodes, Smith, Charles James, Saltley-juxta-Birmingham, Warwick, Grocer. Apr 10 at 
at office of Phillips, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 
and Co, Stacey, Alfred Edmund, Southend-on-Sea, Essex, Brickfield Manager. Apr 5 at 
Wat office of Gin, Beare, row. Gibson, Sittingbourne 
8 chbrs, Stanley, Thomas taker, Manchester, Licensed Victualler. Apr 10 at 3 at 
office of Grundy and Co, Princess st, Manchester 
b Swan Seaver Thomas, Addison terr, Notting hill, Builder. Mar 31 at 11 at Masons’ 
Hall Tavern, Masons’ avenue. Waring, Gresham bldgs, Basinghall st 
L at Sat Steffen, Jacob, Allcroft rd, Hanover st, Kentish Town, Baker. Apr 10 at 3 at 
‘ office of Morris, Gresham st, St Martin’s le Grand 
Queen's Tonga’ Great Suffolk st, Southwark, Watchmaker. Apr 4 at 3 at office 
ot eld, Trinity st, Southwark 
resham Townsend, Edward, rcv don Surrey, Grocer. Apr 9 at 3 at Masons’ Hall Tavern, 
Masons’ avenue. Fowler, Boroug’ High st 
'elling- Turner, William, Blackburn, Lancaster, Cotton Manufacturer. Apr 13 at 3 at 
nad Eagle Hotel, Tospcrstien st, Manchester. Cooper, Blackburn 
g gdns, Walker, John, Gould’s , Shadwell, Bonded Carman. Apr 12 at 12 at Guildhall 
Tavern, Gresham st. Neal, Lime st 
favern, Webber, Charles, Creqion, Goal Merchant. Apr 4at3at Green Dragon Hotel, 
Hi Croydon. Young, Croydon 
¢ 11 at Wen Charles Alexander, Weston, Herts, out of business. Apr 11 at 2 at Rose 
ds and Crown Inn, Baldock. Balderstone, Bedford row 
irews, been Walter Thomas, Gainsborough rd, Hackney Wick, Draper. Apr 12at 2 
at of Stacpoole, Pinner’s Hall, Old Broad st 
Com- Cane, x, ead Bato Harrogate, York, Dog Trainer. Apr5 at 2at office of 
office Whitworth. “Bivward, Hurst Brook, nr Ashton under Lyne, Lancaster, Coal 
Merchant. Apr 9 at 3 at Pitt and Nelson Hotel, Old st, Ashton under Lyne. 
Arms and Co, Ashton under Lyne 
Vode Wi Beorge, fe York, Joiner. Apri0at 2 at Royal Oak Hotel, Thirsk. 
Wilkinson. Thomas, Stratford on Avon, Warwick, Licensed Victualler. Apr 12 
ones, at 12 at Falcon Hotel, Chapel st, Stratford on Avon. Sanderson, Warwick 
omas ax, Farmer. Apr 2 at 11 at office of Davis and Shoesmith, 
Apr rape Halitax, Feseiiin one hay 73, oe, AS . Dw . 
enry, Birmingham. erchant, pr 5at3 at office o ale an 
Pro- Vachell, Bennett's hill Birmingham ’ ; 
oot ~~ Te Glossop, Derby, ‘armer, Apr 11 at 3 at office of Davis, Market 
gate ee TuEsDAY, March 27, 1883. 
stm, Allday, Annie, B ham, Refreshment House Keeper. Apr 10 at 3 at office of 
Jaques, Temple row, iri 
tat , Jo , East Retford, aenghem, Saddler. Apr 11 at 12 at office of Mar- 
Ghepelante East Retford. Robinson, East Retford j : 
1o, Baker, “Edw m , Grocer. Apr 16 at2 at offices of Davie, New inn, 
1.00, Brabbin, Samuel, Bolton, Lancaster, Draper. Apr 9 at 3 at office of Briscoe, 
cery lane, Bolton. Eckersley, Bolton 
Broadbent, Joseph, Oldham, Cotton Merchant. Apr 9at2 at office of Simpson 
t sat and Hockin, Clegg st, O1 
ns af I Isaac, Handforth, Chester, Porter. Apr 10at11at office of Brown and 
Ainsworth, St Petersgate, Stockport 
at 11 Peerick, Charies Ty, Mencarter, Butcher. Apr9at3at office of Anderton 
Garden ury 
office Chapman, Thomas Cardiff, Grocer. Apr 5 at 1.30 at office of Phillips, High st, 
dell, Da Wi ” Llandove , Carmarthen, Grocer. Apr 6 at 12 at Castle Hotel, 
Llandovery. Jones, Llan overy 
+ ph Dodd, Ct les, Jun, Horsted Keynes, Sussex, no occupation. Apr 17 at 4.30 at 
Doty Guanes Siena Jos Tin eye, ee ar, Apr i0 at 12 at office of R 
un, le CO) r. r 10 at 12 at office o! gers 
‘aha See fan, Skenc Sleaford ; ” 7 ~~ 
igre, pi any ome FAY 1, Cigar Dealer. Apr7 at 11 at office of Lumb, Imperial 
oa Bastwood, John, and a Eastw Haslingden, Lancaster, Cloth Manufac- 
Blackb: —— 10 at 8 at Mitre Hotel, Cathedral Gates, Manchester. Radcliffe, 
— oy, Frederick Henry, Alexandra rd, Wimbledon, Clerk. Apr at 1 at office of 
en sq 
sat Pont, Hi ard, Newton Brean Deven; Cegewe . Apr? at 11 at Bude Haven Hotel, 
1s Freeman, William "Leeds, Oil Merchant. Apr 9 at 3 at office of Ford and 
8 Sledhil, Thorn 


Grant, George Alexander, Yonge Park, Seven Sisters’ rd, Schoolmaster. Apr 11 

at 3 at Masons’ Hall Tavern, Masons’ avenue. Young, Newgate st 

Gregory, Harry, Sheffield, Provision Dealer. Apr 9 at 3 at office of Clegg, Victoria 
ehbrs, Fi lane, Sheffielc 

Ceres. — Radcliffe, Lancaster, Joiner. Apr 6 at 3 at office of Grundy, 

on 8 

Harbige, Ay ohn, Birmingham, Fruit Salesman. Apr6at3 at office of Freeman, 
Colmore row, Birmingham 

Hardwick, William Edward, Northaago Carrier. Apr 6 at 12at County Court 
bldgs, Northampton. Andrew, Northampton 

Hicks, Joseph, Taunton, Somerset, Licensed Victualler. Apr 6 at 11 at office of 
Crawshaw, East st, Taunton 

Jenner, Benjamin Herbert, St Loonends ca Ben, Bosses. Nurseryman. Apr 6 at 
12 at office of Davenport and Co, Bank bldgs, Hastings 

Johnson, John Henry, Derby, Grocer. Apr10at3 at. Wardwick, Derby. Mole 
and Stone, aon 

Kennedy, James Daniel, and William Charles Kennedy, Brewery rd, Caledonian 
Sings, Gum Manufacturers. Apr 6at3 at office of Haynes, Bush lane, 

annon $s 

Killick, Elizabeth, Margate, Kent, Schoolmistress. Apr 9 at 3 at office of Hills, 
Grosvenor ter, Margate 

Lewers, George, Nottingham, Butcher. Apr 11 at 12 at office of Fraser, Wheeler 
gate, Nottin gham 

Lord, James, Halifax, York, Dyer. Apr6at 3 at office of Storey and Roberts, 


King st, Halifax 

Lumb, John, Halifax, York, Cabinet Maker. Apr9at 11 at office of Walshaw, 
Crown st chbrs, Halifax 

Mantle, Thomas, New Ferry, Chester, Joiner. Apr9 at 3 at offices “of Ambler, 

amilton sq, Birkenhead fs 

Mayor, Thomas, Salford, Lancaster, Plumber. Apr 4at 3 at offices of Simpson 
and Hockin, Mount st, Albert sq, Manchester 

Melville, Francis, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Licensed Victualler. Apr 18 at 11 at 
offices pat Keenlyside and Co, St John’s chmbrs, Grainger st West, Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne 

Michaels, Israel, Manchester, Boot Manufacturer. Apr 9 at 3at offices of Gardner, 
Cooper st, Manchester 

Milner, William, Selby, York, Grocer. Apr 6 at 11 at offices of Sorly. Church hill, 
Selby. Rhodes, Sherburn, near South Milford 

Mitchell, William, and Edward Mitchell, Oldham, Grocers. Apr 5 at 3 at the 
Grosvenor Hotel, Deansgate, Manchester. Clegg, Oldham 

Morley, William Houlden, Lakenheath, Suffolk, Farm Bailiff. Apr 10 at 11 at 
offices of Clitherow and Elsey, Lindsey ct, Horncastle 

Morris, John, West Bromwich, Stafford, Boot Dealer. Apr 6 at 3 at offices of 
Stokes and Hooper, Priory st, eae | 

Robarts, Henry, tgeleewade, Bedford, Grocer. Apr 16 at 11 at Law Institution, 
Chancery lane. ooper and Co 





Sandilands, Charles James Lockyer, Greenwich, Architect’s Assistant. Apr 9 at 
3 at Maitland House, Greenwich rd, Greenwich. Howard and Shelton 

Sewell, Henry, Barking Side, near Chigwell, Essex, Solicitor. Apr 5 at 2 at offices 
of Mossop and Rolfe, Cannon st 

— Edward, Birmingham, Printer. Apr 9 at 12 at office of Jelf, Waterloo st, 

irming! 

Smith, Thomas, Ilkeston, Derby, Beerseller. Apr 9 at 10.15 at office of Hopkins, 
Market st, Ilkeston ; 

Thomas, Thomas Edward, Swansea, Chemist’s Assistant. Apr 5 at 11 at office of 
Hartland and Co, Rutland st, Swansea 

Thompson, James MacDonald, Portsea, Dockyard Pensioner. Apr 19 at 3 at 
office of Paterson. Ordnance row, Portsea 

Turner, William, Kingston upon Hull, Clothier. Apr 6 at 2 at George Hotel, 
Huddersfield. Laverack, Kingston upon Hull 

Vivian, William Henry, Llanelly, Carmarthen, Bellhanger. Apr 6 at 11 at office 
of Randell, Frederick st, Lianelly 

Wainwright, John, Penistone, York, Butcher. Apr 6 at 3 at offices of Dransfield 
and Sons, Penistone 
allis, John, Romford, Essex, Watchmaker. Apr 11 at 11 at offices of Haynes 
and Clifton, South st, Romford 

Weinberg, Tobias, Jarrow, Durham, Clothier. Apr 9 at 2 at office of Newlands, 
Ellison st, Jarrow 

Willey, James Highman, Bristol, Eating house Keeper. Apr 6 at 2 at office of 
Sibly and Dickinson, Exchange West, Bristol 

Wren, Harry Horace, Edmund Cecil Wren, and Charles Herbert Wren, Hartle- 

pool, Millers. Apr 11 at 2 at office of Pybus, High st, Stockton on Tees 
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SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 


Arti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 

Guaranteed Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, 
with the excess of fat extracted. 

The sooty pomes ounce it “the most nutritious, per- 
fectly digestible for Breakfast, Luncheon, or 
Supper, and ivaluenie or Invalids and Children.” 

Highly commended by the entire Medical Press. 

bp Aes begs mp rad ar, spi or other admixture, it suits 
all palates, all climates, and is four times 
the pronaee aye 0! fase THICKENED yet WEAKENED with 
starch, &c., and In REALITY CHEAPER than such Mixtures. 

Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful 
toa B Cup, costing less than a “¢ 3 

Cocoatina a La VANILLB is the most delicate, digestible, 
cheapest Manilla Chocolate, and may be taken when 
richer chocolate is 
"In Le packets at 1s, 6d., 3s., 5s. 6d., &c., by Chemists 


and 
ae) Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 


rocers. 
Charities on 8 
H. SCHWEITZER & CO 10, A “street, London, W.C, 


CLERGYMAN, Master in a London 
Public School, receives a few Resident Pupils. 
—Rev. B: A., 17, Union-road, Tufnell Park, N. 


O SOLICITORS and Others.—Lofty and 
wellklighted Offices and Chambers, at Lonsdale- 
chambers, No. 27, Chancery-lane (opposite the New Law 
Courts), from £18 per annum per room.—Apply to Messrs. 
Launpy & Co., Chartered Accountants, on the Premises. 


ORNHILL.—To be Let, a compact Suite 

of Offices, comprising four. floors and cellars in 

basement. Suitable for a firm of Solicitors or Finan- 

cial Agents.—Apply to Messrs. 8. WALKER & RUNTZ, 
22, Moorgate-street, E.C. 


UDOLF MOSSE’S FOREIGN ADVER- 
TISING OFFICES have REMOVED from Cheap- 
side to more convenient Offices, 16 and 18, QUEEN VIC- 
TORIA STREET, MANSION HOUSE, London, E.C. 
(Ground Floor and Basement). Estimates for Foreign 
Advertising by return. 18th Edition of General News- 
per Catalogue sent free on application.—16 and 18, 
= Victoria-street (sole address). 

















Price 2s. 6d, 
EWTON’S PATENT LAW and PRAC- 
* MOCE.—En! Edition. Defining Patentable 
and Non-patentable Invention and the nature of Speci- 
oonins and Claims ; showing the mode of obtaining and 
posing Grants, Disclaimers, Confirmations, and Exten- 
bats of Patents, and giving all information nec 
to enable a Solicitor to advise his Clients. By A. 
Ite ame t use: R. E. Webster, Esq.,Q.C 
is a mos summary.’’— ebster,Esq., 
London: TRUBNER Ri CO., 57 and 59, Ludgate-hill,° 


E.C. ; and of 
Nzwrown & Son, the Office for Patents, 66, Chancery-lane. 


Ms ween. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, 
MER, & BRIDGEWATER’S LIST of 
ESTATES. no HOUSES to be SOLD or LET, including 
Landet Estates, Town and Maange Residences, Hunting 
eo ae Quarters, Farms, Ground Rents, Rent 
Charges, House Property and Investments generally, is 
published on the first day of each month, and may be 
obtained, free of charge, at their offices, 80, Cheapside, 
E.C., or will be sent by post in return for two stamps.— 
Particulars for insertion should be received not later than 
four days previous to the end of the — month, 








R GOLDSBROUGH et CO. Limited (late 
e Australasian Agency and Bankin, Pg Se ora- 
tion Leaies). are now prepared to ISSUE DEBEN- 
bearing interest 5 per cent per annum, 
payable ble halt-yearly for five or seven years. 

e Company is also prepared to receive money on 

deposit on terms of interest to be arranged. 
e capital of the Company is’ £3,000,000, in 300,000 


“NGapital paid up, £200,000. Reserve, £75, 
api wu serve, 000. 

. LONDON DIRECTORS. ” 

stenhem Reeth: Esq., Director of the National Bank 


Tiger Tne eo Dobree, Esq., of Messrs. Samuel 
ons 
Joseph Cockfield Dimsdale, of Messrs. Dimsdale, 
Fowler, & Co. 
Frank C. Capel, Esq., of Messrs. James Capel & Co. 
London Secre illiam Frederick Moore, Esq. 
Solicitors—Messrs. Freshfields & Williams. 
Forms of application can be obtained at the offices 
of the Company, 156 and 157, Leadenhall-street, E.C. 


ORTHERN ASSURANCE COMPANY 
Established 1836, 


ed 1 
= AND LIFE. AT HOME AND ABROAD. 
Heap OFrrices 8 ganas AND ABERDEEN. 
Fire Premiums ... £451,000 
on Premiums . 181,000 


nterest... 20,000 
Accumulated Funds oe £2,708,000 


OMMEROIAL UNION ASSURANCE 
COMPANY. ‘ANY.—FIRE, LIFE, MARINE. 


Capital al paid pes 
Trust for Life Policy- 


Phos eeecceseeetoeee 
eel Atameene Pramiomn Laseuns cieanebe 
Cutz Orrices: 19 arp 20, CORNHILL, LO 


West Exp Orriczs: 8, PALL MALL, 





one 
soe 
eee on ore eee 





eevevecsceseccccce £2,500 000 
809,000 
1,077,000 
LONDON, E.C,. 
LONDON, 8,W. 


ESTABLISHED 1825, 


HEWETSON, THEXTON, & PEART, 


MANUFACTURERS AND HOUSE FURNISHERS, 
200, 2083, and 204, TOTTENHAM COURT ROAD, W. 
Estimates and singe. ed a free for entirely Fur- 


nishing Residences, Chambers, Offices, &c. 
~ PAINTING, DROORATING, & rouse REPAIRS.— 


Carved Oak Furniture, e, Reproductions from Ancient 
Designs, &c. Bedroom s Puraioors, including Bedstead and 
Bedding, from £7 10s, per set. 

THIRTY LARGE SHOW ROOMS, 


HeEwEtson, THEXTON, & Peart, 


200, 203, and 204, Tottenham Court-rosad, London, W. 
N.B.—Household Furniture Warehoused or Removed 
on reasonable terms 


THs LONDON ASSURANOE. 
(Incorporated by Royal Charter, A.D. 1720.) 


FOR FIRE, LIFE, AND MARINE ASSURANCES. 
Head Office :—No. 7, ROYAL EXCHANGE, 
LONDON, E.C. 

West End Branch :—No. BB, PARLIAMENT-STREET, 
LonDoy, § Sw. 


Governor—WILLIAM RENNIE, Esc 
Sue -Governor—LEWIS ALEXANDE th WALLACE, 


Deputiy-Govemor — GEORGE WILLIAM CAMP- 
ELL, Esq : 


Directors. 

H. ie. Gencts Aa Arbuthnot, ao Robert Henderson, Esq. 

Robert Blyth, Esq. | Louis i Esq. 
William T. Brand, Nags Gharies 1 . B. Kendall, Esq. 
Edward Budd, E: SL all, Esq. 
Mark Wilks Collett, Esq. . Palmer, Esq. 
George B. Dewhurst, Esq. | Ca rt. yt W. Pelly. R.N 
Robert Gog Esq. *. Robertson, : 
Howard Gilliat, Esq. Robert Ryrie, Esq. 
Henry Goschen, mea Albert G. Sandeman, Esq. 
Edwin Gower, Esq David P. Sellar, Esq. 
A. C, Guthrie, Esa Col. Leopold Seymour. 
Percival L. Hambro, Esq. | John Young, Esq. 


West End Committee. 
8. P. Low, Esq. (Messrs. Grindlay & Co.). 
Charles S. Paris, $q., 22, Kin, es eh St.James’, S.W. 
The Hon. Francis Parker, 3 » 3 3, Temple-gardens, E.C, 


Messrs. Johnsons, Upton, Burd, & Atkey, 20, Austin- 


fri 
Messrs. Colly: ex:Bristow, Withers, Russell, & Hill, 4, 
Bedford-row, u 3 i 





NOTICE IS HEREBY | GIVEN that the fifteeen 
days of grace allowed for reo of Lady-Day Fire 
Policies will expire on 9th A: 

Claims under Life Polici Fry a P ayable upon proof 
of death and title being furnished to the satisfaction 
of the Court of Directors, without as hitherto de- 
ferring the settlement for a period of three months. 


Prospectuses, copies of the Accounts, and other in- 
formation can he had on sprlcoticn. 
OHN P. LAURENCE, Secretary. 


UARDIAN FIRE and LIFE OFFICE, 
11, Lombard-street, London, E.C. 
Established 1821. Subscribed Capital, Two Millions. 
DIRECTORS: 
CHAIRMAN—JOHN G. TALBOT, Esq., M.P. 
DrruTy-CHAIRMAN—ALBAN G. H. Ginss, Es 
Henry Hulse Berens, Esq.| Frederick H. om ay doa. 
Henry Bonham - Carter; Rt. Hon. G. 
Esc sq. | Lefevre, M.P. 
Charles Wm. Curtis, Esq. | Beaumont W. Lubbock, 


Charles F. Devas, Esq. iy 
Sir W. R. Farquhar, art. | Johi Martin, Esq. 
5. Hope Morley, Esq. 


James Goodson, Esc 
Thomson Hankey, Baa. Henry John Norman, Esq 
David Powell, Esq 


Richard M. Vw: ey, Es 
Rt Hon, J G. Hubbard, | Angustas Prey a “Esq. 
M.P. Vigne, Esq. 

MANAGER OF FIRE DEPARTMENT—F. J. Marsden. 
ACTUARY AND SECRETARY—T. G. C. Browne. 
Share Capital at nme ine up and in- 
vested 
Total Funds upwards of . Spebshvapurs 504, 000 
bs 8 Annual Income over ...+.. 7,000 
B.—Fire Policies which expire at LADY’ DAY 
should be renewed at the Hea Office, or with the 
Agents, on or before the 9th ay of APRIL. 
IRKBEOCOK BAN K.— 


B Southampton-buildings, Chancery-lane. 
Current Accounts opened according to the usual practice 
of other Bankers, and Interest allowed on the minimum 
monthly balances when nct drawn below £25. No com- 
mission charged for keeping Accounts. The Bank also 
receives money on Deposit at Three per Cent. Interest, 
repayable on aps poe The Bank undertakes for its 
Customers, free of charge, the custody of Deeds. Writings, 
and other Securities and. Valuables ; the adie of 
Bills of Exchan; baw ln and Coupons ; and the 
e of Stocks and Shares, Letters of 


issued, 
A Pamphl yet ulars, on a 
Pale URANGIS BAVENSO 
) tis ellie 





haw- 





ESTABLISHED 1851, 


ORT, Maun 








EDE AND SON, | 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the ol 
Judicial Bench, Corporation of Londen 
SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS? G 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSBL’S Dil 
CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY 
ESTABLISHED 1689, 
94, CHANCERY LANE, LONI 


JROVIDENT LIFE OF 
50, REGENT STREET, W., & 14, CORNHMM 





Extract from Report of the nag po for the 

**Proposals were received for Assurances 
to £667,670. Of these, the Directors declined £75,) 
‘acce pted £592,570, the largest amount of new & 
ever acne by the Office in one year. The NewF 
amounted to £19,211. 

“The Claims op £162,836 13s, 9d., being &: 

than those for 1 

“ The pie ete from all sources inc 
£290,077 to £300,973. 

“The Invested Funds amounted to $2,299,086, 
pared with £2,207,986 in 1881. ss 

“ With the close of the year 1882 was completed a 
Quinquennial or Bonus period; within w th 
gress has been made, as will be seen in the fo 
figures :— 





Period of 
Five Years, 


Amount of 
- New Premiums, 





1868 ,, 1872 
1873 ;, 1877 
1878 ,, 1882 





| 
| | 
| 1863 to 1867 
| 
| | 





“The Quinquennial Valuation shows a 
£499,031 17s. 8a. Under the Deed of Consti 

half must be reserved and will accumulate at i 
until the next division of Profits in 1888. The a 
£249,515 18s. 10d., will be divided votre, Sar rel 
and Policyholders, i in the Lar eres nae 

the Shareholders receiving £8,145 only, the 

£241,370 18s 10d., the reversionary value of | 

will be added to their Policies. 

“The position of the Office, then, stands thu 
making full provision for every Polic fier the a 
stringent net Premium Valuation, and after 
tion of a Bonus of £241,370 18s. 10d. to the Polig 
and £8,145 to the Shareholders, the Prov 
mences ‘another quinquenaial period, datin 
of January, 1883, with a surplus of £249,51 188, i 
itself an element of great strength, and a source 
for the next Bonus distribution to be made 
bence. Under these conditions, the Directors ¢ 
look forward to a career of unabated success, 
tinued progress.” 

Chairman’s Address, Prospectus, &c., can be « 


on application to 
CHARLES STEVENS, Se 


LAW UNION FIRE and LIFE IN 
RANCE COMPANY. Chief Office—126, Chi 

lane, London, W.C. 

The Funds in hand and Capital subscribed amo 

wards of £1,700,000 sterling. 

Chairman—Jamzs Cuppon, Esq., Barrister-# 

D h —O. a (Lee & P 
eputy-Chairman EMBERTON, e : 
aa! tons), Solicitor, 44, Lincoln’s-inn-flelds, 
Phin © eepeoren of Fire and Life Insurance 


Whole” World and Unconditional Life Policies g 
a slightly increased rate of Premium, 

Policies of Insurance Hope y against the co 
of Issue at moderate rates of Premium. 

Advances made on Mortgage of Life Interest and B 
sions, whether absolute or contingent. 

spectus, Copies of the Accounts as deposi 

the Board of Trade, and every information sent 0 


cation to 
FRANK McGEDY, Actuary and § 


EVERSIONARY and LIFRF IJ 
RESTS in LANDED or FUNDED PR 
pe ane pe siayy a and eee + bie 


VERSIONARY y INTERES ESR BOCLET age 


Lancaster-place, Waterloo Bridge, 8' 
1835. aa £500,000. Interest on 
capitaliz 


B.S OF 170 


‘XON and BERKS BANK, 0. 
EstasLisHep 1854, 
Makes CASH ADVANGHS 10 Bs 
and ales. Nis heauirisar ‘acoount need Be OF 














